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JUDGMENT SHEET 

LAHORE HIGH COURT, LAHORE 

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT 

Murder Reference No. 614 of 2010 
Criminal Appeal No. 2509 of 2010 

Mst. Asia Bibi Versus The State & another 


JUDGMENT 

Date of Hearing: 16.10.2014 

Appellant by: Ch. Naeem Shakir, Sardar Khalil Tahir Sandhu and Mr. S.K 

Chaudhry, Advocates. 

Complainant by: M/s Ghulam Mustafa Chaudhry, Hameed Ahmed Choudhary, 
Tahir Khokhar, Amir Latif Subhani, Ch. Khalid Mehmood, 
Javed Iqbal Ramday and Tahira Shaheen, Advocates. 

State by: Mirza Abid Maieed. Deputy Prosecutor General. 


Sved Shahbaz Ali Rizvi. J :- The appellant Mst. Asia Bibi was 
tried in a case F.I.R. No.326 dated 19.06.2009 for an offence under 
Section 295-C, P.P.C. registered at Police Station Sadar Nankana 
Sahib and was convicted and sentenced by the learned Addl. 
Sessions Judge, Nankana Sahib vide impugned judgment dated 
08.11.2010 as under: - 

Uls 295-C PPC. Death with a fine of Rs.100,000/- 
and in default whereof, to further undergo six months 
SI. 

2. Through this single judgment, we incline to decide this Capital 
Sentence Reference (wrongly mentioned as Murder Reference) 
No.614 of 2010 forwarded by the learned trial Court under Section 
374 Cr.P.C. for confirmation or otherwise of the sentence of death of 
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the convict Mst. Asia Bibi along with Criminal Appeal No.2509 of 
2010 filed by her. 

3. The facts in brief, as unfolded in the FIR Ex.PA/1, lodged by 
Qari Muhammad Saalam (PW.l) are that on 14.6.2009, the appellant 
Mst. Asia Bibi, a Christian Preacher along with other ladies 
including Mafia Bibi (PW.2), Asma Bibi (PW.3) and Yasmin (given 
up PW) of the village was plucking Falsa (Grewia/purple berry), in 
the field belonging to one Muhammad Idrees (CW.l) where the 
appellant uttered derogatory remarks against the Holy Prophet 
Hazrat Muhammad (Peace Be Upon Him) by stating that (Maaz 
Allah) the Prophet of the Muslims fell ill one month prior to his 
death and the insects nourished in His mouth and ear. She further 
stated that your Prophet (PBUH) married Hazrat Khadija (R.A) just 
for her wealth and after looting the same, she was deserted by Him. 
She further stated that Holy Quran is not the book of God but a man¬ 
made book. The PWs narrated the matter to the complainant Qari 
Muhammad Saalam and others. On 19.6.2009, the complainant 
along with Muhammad Afzal, Mukhtar Ahmad, sent for Asma Bibi 
etc and Asia Bibi (the appellant) and inquired from her who 
confessed her guilt in a public meeting; hence the case. 

4. The prosecution in order to prove its case, produced as many 
as seven (7) witnesses including Qari Muhammad Saalam PW.l, the 
complainant, witness of extra judicial confession; PW.2 Mafia Bibi 
and PW.3 Asma Bibi furnished ocular account of the occurrence; 
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PW.4 Muhammad Afzal, is the witness of extra judicial confession, 
PW.5 Muhammad Rizwan SI scribed the FIR and Muhammad Amin 
Bukhari, SP PW.6, conducted and completed the investigation in 
compliance of section 156-A, Cr.P.C while PW.7 Muhammad 
Arshad SI conducted initial investigation of this case whereas 
Muhammad Idrees, owner of the place of occurrence, was examined 
as CW.l. 

5. The prosecution through learned public prosecutor, gave up 
PWs Yasmin Bibi and Mukhtar Ahmad, being unnecessary and 
closed the prosecution evidence. 

6. The statement of the appellant was recorded under Section 342 

Cr.P.C., wherein she negated the allegations as under: - 

“J am married woman having two daughters. My 
husband is a poor labourer. 1 used to pluck Falsa from 
the plants of Muhammad Idrees along with number of 
ladies on the daily wages basis. On the alleged day of 
occurrence, I along with number of ladies were working 
in the fields. Both the ladies Mst. Mafia Bibi and Mst. 

Asma Bibi PWs quarreled with me over fetching water 
which was offered by me to bring for them but they 
refused saying that since I am Christian, so, they never 
took water from the hand of Christian. Over this, quarrel 
was insued and some hot words were exchanged between 
myself and the PWs ladies. The PWs then approached 
Qari Saalam complainant through his wife who 
remained teaching the both ladies, hence, the PWs were 
conspiring with Qari Saalam got a false, fabricated and 
fictitious case against me. I offered my oath to police on 
Bible that I had never passed such derogatory and 
shameful remarks against the Holy Prophet (PBUH) and 
the Holy Quran. I have great respect and honour to the 
Holy Prophet (PBUH) as well as Holy Quran and since 
police had conspired with the complainant, so, the police 
has falsely booked me in this case. The PWs are real 
sisters and interested to falsely involve me in this case as 
they both felt disgrace and dishonour on the basis of 
altercation and hard words extended to them. Qari 
Saalam complainant is also interested person and both 
the ladies remained teaching holy Quran from his wife. 

My forefathers are living in this village since creation of 
Pakistan. I am also about 40 years old and since the 
alleged occurrence, no complaint likewise this never exist 

I 


M.R. No. 614 of 2010 
Cri. App. No, 2509 of 2010 


4 


against me. I am Christian in the village, so, being 
ignorant of any Islamic thought, how can I use such 
clumsy and derogatory remarks against the beloved 
Prophet (PBUH) of Allah and the Divine book viz Holy 
t^aran. PW Idrees is also a interested witness who has 
close family links with their above said ladies. ” 

7. The appellant did not appear as her own witness to make 
statement on oath under Section 340 (2) Cr.P.C. to rebut the 
allegations levelled against her nor did she opt to lead any defence 
evidence. 

8. After conclusion of trial, the appellant was convicted and 
sentenced by the learned trial Court, as mentioned above. 

9. Learned counsel for the appellant contends that both the eye 
witnesses, Mafia Bibi PW.2 and Asma Bibi PW.3, a student of wife 
of the complainant, are interested and inimical witnesses and the 
present case is result of an altercation between the appellant and the 
witnesses, however, PW.l Qari Muhammad Saalam ignited the 
situation and has converted the same into this false case; that 
evidence of extra judicial confession is discrepant; that the learned 
trial court did not examine the veracity of both the witnesses through 
Tazkiyah-al-Shuhood that was necessary in the case of blasphemy 
keeping in view the observation of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the 
case of Avub Masih vs. The State (PLD 2002 SC 1048); that the 
prosecution witnesses are inconsistent; that there is an inordinate 
delay of about five days in lodging of the FIR that casts doubt about 
the probity of/the witnesses; that a false story was concocted by the 
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witnesses; that the appellant, in her statement recorded u/s 342 
Cr.P.C, expressed her full respect to the Holy Prophet (Peace Be 
Upon Him) and Holy Quran and she offered oath on Bible to the 
investigating officer to prove her innocence; that the 1.0 neither 
visited the place of occurrence nor did he interrogate the people of 
vicinity and that the appellant being innocent deserves acquittal. 

10. Conversely, learned Deputy Prosecutor General assisted by 
learned counsel for the complainant opposed the contentions, raised 
by learned counsel for the appellant and argued that the appellant has 
committed a heinous offence and has hurt the feelings of Muslims; 
that the delay in lodging of the FIR is well explained because the 
allegation, being very serious, was verified and thereafter matter was 
reported to the police; that both the eye witnesses who heard the 
derogatory remarks from the appellant, have not been cross 
examined on the crucial aspect of the case i.e blasphemy and that the 
learned trial court has rightly convicted the appellant. 

11. We have heard the learned counsel for the appellant, the 
learned Deputy Prosecutor General as well as the learned counsel for 
the complainant and perused the record with their able assistance. 

12. The perusal of the FIR and statements of the eye witnesses of 
the occurrence reveal the defiling words which constitute the offence 
u/s 295-C, PPC and the prosecution has produced two type of 
evidence to prove the offence against the appellant i.e. direct 
evidence (ocular account) and the evidence of extra judicial 
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confession. To prove the incident, the prosecution produced Mafia 
Bibi PW.2 and Asma Bibi PW.3 who narrated the occurrence, which 
took place in the ‘Falsa’ fields of Muhammad Idrees (CW.l). 
Mafia Bibi PW.2 in examination in chief inter alia maintained as 
under: - 


“...The accused Asia Bibi present in the court stated 
before me and others that Hazrat Muhammad PBUH fell 
ill on the fed one month prior to his death and Naooz 
Billah ( fdJbj) )> the insects were developed!created in 
his mouth and ear. The accused further stated that Hazrat 
Muhammad PBUH contracted marriage with Hazrat 
Khadeja Razi Allah Anha just in order to loot her wealth 
and after looting the same, the Holy Prophet discarded 
Hazrat Khadeja Razi Allah Anha. She further told that the 
Holy Quran is not a divine book but it has been 
written!compiled by you, Muslims...” 

The minute perusal of cross examination upon this eye witness 
reveals an astonishing fact that she has not been cross examined by 
the defence qua the supra reproduced pivotal part of her 
incriminating statement against the appellant. We are surprised that 
not even a single suggestion was put to witness to rebut this part of 
statement, constituting the offence of blasphemy alleged against the 
appellant. 

Similarly, Asma Bibi PW.3, in her examination in chief, inter 


alia deposed as under: - 
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"...During the plucking of Falsa, the accused Asia Bibi 
narrated before me and others that Hazrat Muhammad 
PHUB fell ill on the bed one month prior to his death and 
the insects were hatched from his mouth and ear. She 
further declared that Hazrat Muhammad PBUH 
contracted marriage with Hazrat Khadeja Razi Allah Anha 
in order to loot her wealth and after looting the same she 
has discarded by the Holy Prophet PHUB. She further 
mentioned that the Holy Quran is not a divine and Holy 
Book but it is man made book... ” 

A perusal of cross examination by the defence upon this 

witness, reflects the same casual attitude as her statement has not 

been challenged by putting necessary questions meant to dig out the 

truth, albeit only suggestions in this regard have been put to her who 

has negated the same. It transpires that the defence has not defended 

its case with the required seriousness as the most relevant aspect of 

the prosecution case remained unrebutted i.e regarding appellant’s 

presence on 14.6.2009 in the ‘Falsa’ fields of Muhammad Idrees 

CW.l along with other Muslim lady workers including Mafia Bibi 

PW.2, Asma Bibi PW.3, her uttering blasphemous remarks about the 

Holy Prophet (PBUH) and derogatory words spoken by her about the 

Holy Quran in presence of the eye witnesses. The Hon’ble Supreme 

Court, while discussing Article 132 of Qanun-e-Shahadat Order, 

1984, has repeatedly held that when a specific and material fact is 

deposed in examination in chief and if it is not subjected to the cross 

examination, same is to be deemed to have been admitted. Suffice it 

to refer the case of Hafiz Tassadua Hussain v. Lai Khatoon and 
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others (PLD 2011 Supreme Court 296) wherein the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court of Pakistan has held as under: - 

“This all brings the case within the realm of the principle 
that if a material fact has been deposed in the examination 
in chief and it is not subjected to the cross examination, it 
shall be deemed to have been admitted”. 

Similar view has been taken in plethora of judgments by the 
Honble superior Courts of this country. 

This leads us to observe that the statement of PW.2, Mafia 
Bibi to the extent of actual occurrence of utterance of blasphemous 
words by the appellant remained unrebutted hence, admitted and 
even PW.3 Asma Bibi has been half heartedly cross examined to this 
extent as mentioned above. 

The presence of the eye witnesses and the appellant at the 
relevant time in the ‘Falsa ’ field is not denied as is evident from the 
following suggestions, put to both the PWs. PW.2 Mafia Bibi was 
suggested as under: - 

“It is incorrect to suggest that I recorded my statement 
against the accused Asia Bibi due to the quarrel which 
took place between me and Asia Bibi during the plucking 
of Falsa on the same day. 


Similar suggestion was also put to PW.3 Asma Bibi, which is 

as under; - 

“It is incorrect to suggest that on the day of 
occurrence, a quarrel took place between me and the 
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accused Mst. Asia Bibi in the said garden on the issue 
of drinking water”. 

We have also noticed that the defence could not point out or 
even suggest any previous enmity, ill will or ulterior motive of the 
eye witnesses against the appellant to falsely implicate her in the 
case of such a heinous nature. Moreover, the testimony of CW.l 
Muhammad Idrees, an independent person, who was also present in 
the field at the relevant time, provides strong corroboration to the 
evidence furnished by the eye witnesses. Keeping in view the 
consistent and straightforward statements of both the eye witnesses 
regarding the actual occurrence, we do not find any reason to 
disbelieve their testimony. 

13. So far as the contention, raised by the learned counsel for the 
appellant regarding the delay in reporting the matter to the police, is 
concerned; we are of the opinion that the same, in the peculiar 
circumstances of this case, is immaterial especially when the direct 
evidence, produced by the prosecution, is consistent, coherent and 
confidence inspiring because such delay only becomes significant 
where the prosecution evidence and other circumstances of the case 
tend to tilt the balance in favour of the accused. Even otherwise, no 
unchaste advantage seems to have been derived by the prosecution 
from such delay in reporting the matter to the police rather it reflects 
that extra care and caution was taken by the complainant prior to 
reporting the matter to the police due to the seriousness and gravity 
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of the same. Even otherwise, as discussed above, no ill will against 
any of the witnesses has even been alleged by the defence. 

14. As regards the argument qua the non-appearance of other 
ladies, present in the field at the time of occurrence, during 
investigation or before the learned trial court, another Hon’ble Bench 
of this Court has already dilated upon such aspect while deciding the 
similar case titled Haii Bashir Ahmad v. The State (2005 YLR 985) 
wherein while referring different incidents from the life time of the 
Holy Prophet Muhammad (PBUH) has observed at page 991 of the 
judgment as under: - 

“To constitute offence under S.295-C, PPC, number of 
witnesses were not required and it was not necessary that 
such abusive language against Holy Prophet (PJB.UH) 
should be made loudly in public or in a meeting or at some 
specific place, but statement of single witness that some 
body had made utterance with the contempt of Holy 
Prophet (PM.UJH) even inside the house was sufficient to 
award death penalty to such contemnor > \ 

Hence, this argument is of no help to the defence. 

15. Evidence of extra judicial confession, furnished by all the 
private witnesses i.e PW.l Qari Muhammad Saalam and PW.4 
Muhammad Afzal as well as CW.l Muhammad Idrees, to the extent 
of confessing her guilt in a public gathering, cannot be termed as 
extra judicial confession as no time, date and manner of commission 
of offence and further no circumstances under which the appellant 
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had allegedly committed the offence, have been narrated in the 
alleged confessional statement. 

16. After going through the case law cited by learned counsel for 
the appellant, we have noticed that the same is not applicable to the 
facts and circumstances of this case as in Muhammad Mahboob alias 
Booba v. The State (PLD 2002 Lahore 587), the accused was alleged 
to have pasted the Ishtihar at the main gate of the mosque and the 
prosecution evidence was insufficient. In (PLD 2002 Supreme Court 
1048) the PWs were found inimical towards the accused whereas in 
this case no previous enmity between the parties has even been 
alleged during the trial rather it is the case of the appellant that she 
along with her other family members was living peaceful life along 
with the complainant and the witnesses of the case since decades. 

17. Having considered all pros and cons, we have come to the 
conclusion that there is sufficient evidence available on record to 
establish that the appellant has defiled the sacred name of the Holy 
Prophet Muhammad (PBUH), that constitutes an offence u/s 295-C, 
PPC as the prosecution has proved the charge against her through 
direct unimpeachable evidence extended by PW.2 and PW.3, further 
corroborated by the statement of CW.l and result of investigation, 
conducted by PW.6 Muhammad Amin Bukhari, Superintendent of 
Police, therefore, her conviction recorded by the learned trial court is 
maintained. 

1 
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18. So far as the quantum of sentence to the appellant is 
concerned; after having given our anxious consideration to this 
aspect of the case and the relevant law, we are of the view that even 
if there is any mitigating circumstance in favour of the appellant, this 
Court cannot alter the death sentence provided under the law that has 
been settled through the judgment, passed by the Hon’ble Federal 
Shariat Court on 30 th October, 1990 in case titled Muhammad Ismail 
Oureshi v. Pakistan through Secretary Law and Parliamentary 
Affairs (PLD 1991 FSC 10) and the recent case titled Ilyas Masih 
Monem, Advocate and another v. Federation of Pakistan and 
another (PLD 2014 Federal Shariat court 18), wherein the latest 
legal position regarding sentence under section 295-C, PPC has been 
emphasized as under: - 

“There is no cavil to the legal proposition that according to 
clause 3(b) of Article 203-D of the Constitution of Islamic 
Republic of Pakistan, any law or provision shall, to the 
extent to which it is held to be repugnant to the Injunctions 
of Islam, cease to have effect on the day on which the 
decision of the Court takes effect. This Court vide 
judgment dated 30-10-1990 had declared the punishment 
of imprisonment of life for an offence falling under section 
295-C, PP.C as repugnant to the Injunctions of Islam as 
ordained in the Holy Quran and Sunnah of the Holy 
Prophet (SA.W) and ordered the same to be deleted up to 
3& h April, 1991. The appeal filed against the 
aforementioned judgment of the Federal Shariat Court of 
Pakistan has also been dismissed by the Shariat Appellate 
Bench of the Supreme Court of Pakistan on 19-5-1991. 
The aforesaid legal position has been categorically 
admitted in the report dated 4-10-2013 submitted by 
Federation through Secretary, Ministry of Law, Justice 
and Human Rights, wherein it is mentioned that the 
judgment of the Federal Shariat Court is deemed to have 
been implemented to the extent of omitting punishment of 
life imprisonment under section 295-C, PP.C with effect 
from the date on which the decision of the Federal Shariat 
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court has taken effect i.e. 30-4-1991. Hence, the said 
judgment of the Federal Shariat Court of Pakistan has 
attained finality. Therefore, the punishment i.e. 
imprisonment for life, for commission of an offence under 
section 295-C has ceased to have effect with effect from 
30-4-1991. Consequently, the Secretary, Ministry of Law, 
Justice and Human Rights, Government of Pakistan, 
Islamabad is directed to take necessary steps for the 
implementation of the judgment of this Court dated 30-10- 
1991 in letter and spirit. He would ensure that the 
punishment i.e. imprisonment for life provided under 
section 295-C, PP.C is deleted from PJ*.C as well as 
relevant law books and the Registrar of all the High 
Courts be directed to circulate the same amongst all the 
Judicial Officers of Pakistan. A report in this respect shall 
be submitted by the Secretary, Ministry of Law, Justice and 
Human Rights, Government of Pakistan, Islamabad within 
a period of two months. ” 

19. Keeping in view all above, after applying the recognized 
principle of appreciation of evidence and our finding of conviction 
and sentence under Section 295-C PPC against the appellant, we feel 
it appropriate to comment upon the argument of the learned counsel 
for the appellant that in such cases mode of inquiry to be adopted by 
a court to satisfy itself to the credibility of a witness should be the 
test of Tazkiyah-al-Shuhood as provided for the trial of offence under 
Hudood Laws (1979). There is no dispute that in cases of 
enforcement of Hadd, Court can validly insist for the standard of 
credibility of witness while applying this test well recognized under 
the Islamic Law but we are of the considered view that in the 
absence of any corresponding amendment in procedural law for 
testing credibility of a witness at such a higher standard, the principle 
of Tazkiyah al Shuhood cannot be applied in other cases. This legal 
proposition did come for consideration in the case of Ayub Masih v s. 
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The State (PLD 2002 SC 1048) but the Hon’ble Supreme Court left 

the proposition open while observing as under:- 

“The appellant is entitled to acquittal on merits of the case, therefore, 
there is no need to advert to the contention whether the offence under 
section 295-C, PPC is liable to Hadd which was raised by the learned 
counsel for the appellant as an alternate plea with the rider that it be 
treated as not pressed and the question be left open if the appellant is 
found entitled to the benefit of doubt on merits of the case. The 
question is accordingly left open. ” 

Therefore, feeling utmost necessity for necessary 
corresponding amendments in procedural law for the proof of an 
offence where only sentence provided is death, a copy of this 
judgment is being sent to the Government of Pakistan through 
Secretary, Ministry of Law, Justice and Human Rights, Islamabad 
for taking necessary steps in this regard. Registrar of this Court shall 
send a copy of this judgment to the concerned quarter without any 
delay. 

20. For what has been discussed above, this Criminal Appeal 
No.2509 of 2010 stands dismissed. Resultantly, the M.R. No.614 of 
2010 is answered in the AFFIRMATIVE and the death sentence 
awarded to the appellant Mst. Asia Bibi is confirmed. 


(Muhammad Anwaarul Haq) (Syed Shahbaz Ali Rizvi) 
Judge Judge 

Approved for reporting. 


Judge 


Judge 
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JUDGMENT 


MIAN SAQIB NISAR, CJ. - 



“I bear witness that there is no God worthy to be 
worshiped but Allah, and I bear witness that 
Muhammad is the Last Messenger of Allah” 

The Qalimah-e-Shahadat as shown above, is deemed to be 
the essence of Islam and the recitation of which makes us Muslims, is 
self explanatory and testifies that there is no God but Allah and our 

Prophet Muhammad (XsiL) is the Last Messenger of Allah. It is our 
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declaration of faith in the unseen and belief, to bow down our heads 
before our Lord Allah, admitting the fact that there is none like Him. 


The sanctity of our Prophet Muhammad (;£$&) is further 


2 . 


evident from the Qalimah-e-Shahadat, as His name is being read 
together with Allah, thus ultimate care and great importance should be 
drawn while taking this Holy name. Tolerance is the basic principle of 
Islam. It is a religious and a moral duty and further relates to the dignity 
of human beings, the equality amongst all creations of Allah and also to 
the fundamental freedom of thought, conscience and belief. It does not 
mean compromise, lack of principles or lack of seriousness about one’s 
principles rather it means accepting the fact that human beings, 
naturally distinct in their appearance, situation, speech, behavior, and 
values, have the right to live in peace and to be as they are. Islam may 
tolerate anything but it teaches zero tolerance for injustice, oppression, 
and violation of the rights of other human beings the Quran speaks 
about, from the very beginning. Freedom of religion has been guaranteed 
by Islam. It prohibits coercion in matters of faith and belief. 


“There should be no compulsion in religion. Surely, the right way 
has become distinct from error. ” [Al-Baqara (2:256)] 


Thus, as Muslims we are bound by this authoritative order and should 
act within the purview of such. 





3. 


As it is enunciated in the above verse of Allama Muhammad 


Iqbal, a well renowned activist and the ‘Spiritual Father of Pakistan’, 
from his poem Jawab-e-Shikwa, the veneration and adulation of Our 
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Beloved Holy Prophet (;£$&) is evident and is reckoned as the 

foundational principle on which the religion - Islam is based. There is no 
denial whatsoever of the fact that Prophet Muhammad (;£$&) holds the 

utmost respect, prestige and dignity amongst the Muslim Ummah and 
possesses the highest rank and status compared to all Creatures shaped 
by Allah Almighty, even the Messengers of Allah who came before him. 
His outstanding demonstration of extremely lofty moral values and 
personal highest exemplary role model bearing an overwhelming effect on 
the course of history, as acknowledged by foe and friend alike, rightly 
deserve and demand utmost respect and honour. His teachings have 
undoubtedly brought about the greatest effect in changing the minds, 
deeds and conducts of individuals and nations. His exceptional 
achievements have surpassed all predecessors in all respects. 

4. The unlimited and unparalleled love with Allah’s Messenger 

(A*S=), is an integral part of a Muslim’s faith. In this connection the 
following Verses and Ahadith are very clear: - 

“Say, [O Muhammad], “If your fathers, your sons, your 
brothers, your wives, your relatives, wealth which you have 
obtained, commerce wherein you fear decline, and 
dwellings with which you are pleased are more beloved to 
you than Allah and His Messenger and jihad in His cause, 
then wait until Allah executes His command. And Allah 
does not guide the defiantly disobedient people”.” [At- 
Towbah (9:24)] 

By the star when it descends, Your companion 
[Muhammad] has not strayed, nor has he erred, Nor does 
he speak from [his own] inclination. It is not but a 
revelation revealed, [An-Najm (53:1-4)] 

Narrated Abu Hurairah (R.A): “ Allah’s Apostle ($&) 
said, “By Him in Whose Hands my life is, none of you will 
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have faith till he loves me more than his father and his 
children. ” 

Narrated Anas (RA): The Prophet ( jUftL ) said “None of 
you will have faith till he loves me more than his father, his 
children and all mankind”. 

5. This love has to manifest itself in complete unconditional 
obedience to follow the footsteps of the Holy Prophet (;£$&) as is 
manifested from the following Verses: 

“Say, [O Muhammad], “If you should love Allah, then follow 
me, [so] Allah will love you and forgive you your sins. And 
Allah is Forgiving and Merciful”. ” [Ali’Imran (3:31)] 

But no, by your Lord, they will not [truly] believe until they 
make you, [O Muhammad], judge concerning that over which 
they dispute among themselves and then find within themselves 
no discomfort from what you have judged and submit in [full, 
willing] submission. [An-Nisa (4:65)]. 

It is not for a believing man or a believing woman, when Allah 
and His Messenger have decided a matter, that they should 
[thereafter] have any choice about their affair. And whoever 
disobeys Allah and His Messenger has certainly strayed into 
clear error. [Al-Ahzab (33:36)] 

6 . The commendable charisma and personality of our Holy 
Prophet (X 5 &) serves as a role model for all Muslims, in clear terms, as 

mentioned in the following Verses: 

“Certainly, you have in Allah’s Messenger an excellent 
example (role-model) to follow, for whoever looks forward to 
Allah and the last day and remembers Allah abundantly. ” [Al- 
Ahzab (33:21)] 

And when you, [O Muhammad], do not bring them a sign, they 
say, "Why have you not contrived it?" Say, "I only follow what 
is revealed to me from my Lord. This [Qur'an] is enlightenment 
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from your Lord and guidance and mercy for a people who 
believe." [Al-A ’raf (7:203)]. 

And indeed, for you is a reward uninterrupted. And indeed, you 
are of a great moral character. [Al-Qalam (68:3-4)] 

And We have not sent you, [0 Muhammad], except as a mercy 
to the worlds. [Al-Anbya (21:107)] 

7. The Holy Qur’an has unequivocally described the glorification 

and exaltation of Holy Prophet (;£$&) and has ordered Muslims to strictly 
observe maximum respect and be extremely careful in this regard, to the 
extent of using most appropriate words and even lowering their voices, 
failing to do will render all their good deeds in vain, as mentioned in the 
following Verse. 

Among the Jews are those who distort words from their 
[proper] usages and say, "We hear and disobey" and "Hear 
but be not heard" and "Ra'ina" (4Mj) twisting their tongues 
and defaming the religion. And if they had said [instead], 

"We hear and obey" and "Wait for us [to understand],” it 
would have been better for them and more suitable. But Allah 
has cursed them for their disbelief, so they believe not, except 
for a few. [An-Nisa (4:46)] 

“O ye who believe! raise not your voices above the voice of 
the Prophet (flfj), nor shout when speaking to him as you 
shout one to another, lest your deeds be rendered vain while 
you perceive not. ” [Al-Hujurat (4:46)] 

Ibn Tamiyyah, while explaining this verse writes, “In this Verse the 
believers have been prohibited from raising their voices over the voice of 
the Prophet (ffL) so that their loud voice before the Prophet (ffL) may 
render their good deeds as vain while they will not understand W. 

Allah Almighty declared the enemy of Prophet Muhammad (;£$&) as 
the enemy of Allah and ordained that, in this temporary world and also 
in the eternal life hereinafter, there is a punishment of highest degree for 



Criminal Appeal No.39-L of 2015 Q 

those who disbelieves or disrespects him. For reference, some of the 
Verses are mentioned hereinbelow: 

“Ask forgiveness for them, [O Muhammad], or do not ask 
forgiveness for them. If you should ask forgiveness for them 
seventy times - never will Allah forgive them. That is because 
they disbelieved in Allah and His Messenger, and Allah does 
not guide the defiantly disobedient people”. [At-Tawbah 
(9:80)] 

“And thus, have We made for every prophet an enemy from 
among the criminals. But sufficient is your Lord as a guide 
and a helper”. [Al-Furqan (25:31)] 

“Have you not considered those who were forbidden from 
private conversation, then they return to that which they were 
forbidden and converse among themselves about sin and 
aggression and disobedience to the Messenger? And when 
they come to you, they greet you with that [word] by which 
Allah does not greet you and say among themselves, "Why 
does Allah not punish us for what we say?" Sufficient for them 
is Hell, which they will [enter to] burn, and wretched is the 
destination. ” [Al-Mujadila (58:8)] 

“May the hands of Abu Lahab be ruined, and ruined is he. His 
wealth will not avail him or that which he gained. He will 
[enter to] burn in a Fire of [blazing] flame. And his wife [as 
well] - the carrier of firewood. Around her neck is a rope of 
[twisted] fiber. ” [Al-Masad (111:1-5)] 

“How wretched is that for which they sold themselves - that 
they would disbelieve in what Allah has revealed through 
[their] outrage that Allah would send down His favor upon 
whom He wills from among His servants. So, they returned 
having [earned] wrath upon wrath. And for the disbelievers is 
a humiliating punishment. ” [Al-Baqarah (2:90)] 

“Indeed, those who disbelieve in Allah and His messengers 
and wish to discriminate between Allah and His messengers 
and say, "We believe in some and disbelieve in others," and 
wish to adopt a way in between - Those are the disbelievers, 
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truly. And We have prepared for the disbelievers a humiliating 
punishment. ” [An-Nisa (4:150-151)] 

“Lo! Those who malign Allah and his Messenger, Allah hath 
cursed them in the world and the Hereafter, and hath 
prepared for them the doom of the disdained”. [Al-Ahzab 
(33:57)] 

Explaining this Verse Allama Qurtubi writes: 

“Everything which becomes a means of malignity ( ) of the 

Holy Prophet () whether by quoting words bearing 
different meanings or similar actions comes under his 
malignity, (ub^' Quran, Vol.XIV, page 238).” 

Allama Ismail Haqqi while explaining this Verse writes: 

“. the malignity of Allah and his Prophet () is meant 

only the malignity of the Prophet (ffl:) in fact, and mention 
of Allah (SWT) is only for glorification and exaltation to 
disclose that the malignity of the Prophet (f:f5) is indeed the 
malignity of Allah (SWT). ” 

The other Verses read as follow: - 

“And of them are those who vex the Prophet ($&) and say: 

He is only a hearer. Say: A hearer of good for your, who 
believeth in Allah (SWT) and is true to the believers, and a 
mercy for such of you as believe. Those who vex the 
Messenger of Allah, for them there is a painful doom. ” 

“They swear by Allah to you (Muslims) to please you, but 
Allah, with His Messenger, hath more right that they should 
please him if they are believers. ” [Al-Tawbah (9:61-62)]. 

Ibn Taimiyyah while explaining these Verses writes: “Verse No. 62 
denotes that the malignity of the Prophet (Afe) is the opposition of Allah 
and His Prophet”. pages 20, 21). 

These Verses are linked with Verse 20 of Sura Al-Mujadila which is as 


under: - 




Criminal Appeal No.39-L of 2015 


8 


“Lo! those who oppose Allah and His messenger, they will be 
among the lowest. ” [Al-Mujadila (58:20)]. 

Thus, all of these Verses of the Holy Qur’an, mention in clear terms, that 

these abusers and contemners of the Prophet are actually the opponents 

of Allah and His Prophet about whom the Qur’an says: 

“When thy Lord inspired the angels, (saying) / am with you. 

So, make those who believe stand firm. / will throw fear into 
the hearts of those who disbelieve. Then smite their necks and 
smite of them each finger. ” [Al-Anfal (8:12)] 

“That is because they opposed Allah and His messenger. 

Whoso Opposeth Allah and His messenger, (for him) Lo! 

Allah is severe in punishment, ” [Al-Anfal (8:13)] 

“And if Allah had not decreed migration for them. He verily 
would have punished them in this world, and theirs in the 
Hereafter is the punishment of the Fire. ” [Al-Hashar (59:3)] 

“That is because they were opposed to Allah and His 
messenger; and whoso is opposed to Allah (for him) verily 
Allah is stern in reprised. ” [Al-Hashar (59:4)] 


8 . These Verses clearly prescribe the severe punishment of 

death for the opponents of Allah and his Prophet (;£$&), who include 
contemners of the Prophet (Xjfe). Thus, no one by words - either spoken 
or written - directly or indirectly, is allowed to disobey, disregard and 
rebel against the Holy name of Prophet Muhammad (;£$&) and if found 

guilty of disrespecting the name they are liable to be punished. History 
has remained a witness itself to the incidents pertaining to any attempts 

of defiance made in the name of our Beloved Holy Prophet (;£$&). The 

Muslim communities that exist around the globe have always acted 
against any such act of contempt and have openly reacted to such, 
followed by serious repercussions. That is why anything which in any 
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way attacks any aspect of his sacred life, infuriates Muslims to an 
intolerable limit, resulting in extremely serious law and order situation, 
with grievous, disastrous consequences. That is why Section 295-C had 
to be enacted to bring such contemners before the Court of Law. 

9. Reference may be made to an incident which occurred in 
1923, when one said person, Rajpal, published a pamphlet/book 

containing derogatory remarks against Prophet Muhammad A 

movement was launched by the Muslims of the sub-continent demanding 
a ban on the book. As a result, in 1927 the British Government was 
forced to enact a law prohibiting insults aimed at founders and leaders of 
religious communities, as such, section 295-A was inserted in the 
Pakistan Penal Code in the year 1927. However, the Muslims were not 
satisfied with it and one Ghazi Ilm-ud-Din Shaheed succeeded in 
murdering Rajpal. After the trial, Ilm-ud-Din was convicted and was 
given death penalty. He is considered by the Muslims to be a great lover 
of the Prophet (PBUH). 

10. After the independence, to ensure that no attempt could be 
made to defy the Prophet Muhammad (;£$&), a new provision was 

introduced in Pakistan Penal Code, 1860 (PPC), which reads as under: - 

“295-C. Use of derogatory remarks, etc., in respect of the 
Holy Prophet: Whoever by words, either spoken or written, or 
by visible representation or by any imputation, innuendo, or 
insinuation, directly or indirectly, defiles the sacred name of 
the Holy Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him) shall be 
punished with death, or imprisonment for life, and shall also 
be liable to fine. ” 

As per this provision, the act of blasphemy was made culpable and the 
sentence provided was either death or imprisonment for life along with a 
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fine. The validity of this provision was considered by the Federal Shariat 
Court in the case titled as Muhammad Ismail Qureshi Vs. Pakistan 
through Secretary, Law and Parliamentary Affairs (PLD 1991 FSC 10) 

wherein the Court ruled that Section 295-C of PPC was repugnant to the 
fundamental principles of Islam to the extent that it provided for the 
punishment of life imprisonment which acted as an alternative to a death 
sentence. It was held that the penalty for contempt of the Holy Prophet 

(Afe) is death. It was further held that if the President of the Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan did not take any action to amend the law before 30 th 
April, 1991, then Section 295-C would stand amended by the said ruling. 
An appeal was filed before the Shariat Appellate Bench of this Court, 
which was dismissed for want of prosecution. 

11. As mentioned above, Muslims all over the world have 

immense love, admiration and affection for Prophet Muhammad (Afe) 

more than their own lives or the lives of their parents and children. No 
one could be allowed to defy the name of the Holy Prophet Muhammad 

(;£$&) nor could a person guilty of disrespecting the Holy Prophet (;£$&) be 

let off scot-free. Even the Government has always made efforts at the 
national and international level to eliminate instances of blasphemy of 

the Holy Prophet (;£$&). For instance, in March 2009, our government 

presented a resolution to the United Nations Human Rights Council in 
Geneva condemning “defamation of religion” as a human rights violation, 
which called upon the world to formulate laws against the defamation of 
religion. The resolution was adopted on 26.3.2009 despite wide concerns 
that it could be used to justify restrictions on free speech in Muslim 
countries. The efforts of our government succeeded in imposing global 
limitations against any attempt to defy a religion or belief, on the basis of 
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freedom of expression. The social media website “ Fcucebook ” was blocked 
as it promoted and hosted a page called as “Everybody draw Muhammad 
Day”. This was another attempt made by the authorities to stop these 
malicious and vexatious attempts to sabotage the Holy name. The ban 
was lifted when Facebook prevented access to the said page. In June 
2010, seventeen websites were banned for hosting content which were 
offensive and demeaning to Muslims. Since then the authorities have 
been monitoring the content of various websites including Google, Yahoo, 
YouTube, Amazon, MSN, Hotmail and Bing and all social media websites 
which are used globally and have a direct impact on people. 

12. As noted above, no one could be allowed to defy the name of 
the Holy Prophet Muhammad (;£$&) and be left unpunished, but there is 

another aspect of the matter; sometimes, to fulfill nefarious designs the 
law is misused by individuals leveling false allegations of blasphemy. 
Stately, since 1990, 62 people have been murdered as a result of 
blasphemy allegations, even before their trial could be conducted in 
accordance with law. Even prominent figures, who stressed the fact that 
the blasphemy laws have been misused by some individuals, met with 
serious repercussions. A latest example of misuse of this law was the 
murder of Mashal Khan, a student of Abdul Wali Khan University, 
Mardan, who in April 2017 was killed by a mob in the premises of the 
university merely due to an allegation that he posted blasphemous 
content online. 

13. Reference may also be made to the case of one Ayub Masih, 
who was accused of blasphemy by his neighbour Muhammad Akram. 
The alleged occurrence took place on 14 th October 1996, the accused was 
arrested, but despite the arrest, houses of Christians were set ablaze and 
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the entire Christian population of the village (fourteen families) were 
forced to leave the village. Ayub was shot and injured in the Sessions 
Court and was also further attacked in jail. After the trial was concluded, 
Ayub was convicted and sentenced to death, which was upheld by the 
High Court. However, in an appeal before this Court, it was observed that 
the complainant wanted to grab the plot on which Ayub Masih and his 
father were residing and after implicating him in the said case, he 
managed to grab the seven-maria plot. The appeal was accepted by this 
Court and the conviction was set aside. 

14. At this jucture, it is to be noted that Islam as stipulated in 

Holy Book “Quran” teaches us, amongst many other virtues, to live in 

peace and harmony, with compassion and love to our other fellow human 

beings. It is the masterpiece of guidance and knowledge bestowed upon 

us by the Allah Almighty, which cannot be modified in any way 

whatsoever, thus being the final book. The commandments of Allah are 

entrenched in the Quran which provides for a complete way of life and 

teaches us the concept of tolerance. It is however to be kept in mind that 

unless proven guilty, through a fair trial, as provided for in the 

Constitution and the law, every person is considered innocent, 

irrespective of their creed, caste and colour. The Holy Quran has 

mentioned in clear terms that:- 

“. he who slays a soul unless it be (in punishment) for 

murder or for spreading mischief on earth shall be as if he 
had slcdn cdl mankind; and he who saves a life shall be as if 

he had given life to all mankind .”. [Al-Mci ’idah 

(5:32)] 

Moreover, it is also pertinent to mention that awarding a sentence is the 
duty of the State and no one else has the authority to take law into his 
hands and punish anyone on his own. After allegations regarding 
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contempt etc., a fair opportunity for offering defence before a competent 
court, has to be provided so that proper justice is done. This will 
eliminate the chances of false allegations prompted by ulterior motives, 
as has been done in several cases in the past. 

15. It is worth mentioning that it is a matter of great pride and 

satisfaction that we are governed by a written Constitution and Statutory 
Laws. The Constitution, as per Article 4 thereof mandates that “to enjoy 
the protection of law and to be treated in accordance with the law is an 
inalienable right of every citizen, wherever he may be, and of every other 
person for the time being within Pakistan. In particular (a) no action 
detrimental to the life, liberty, body, reputation or property of any person 
shall be taken except in accordance with law (b) no person shall be 
prevented from or be hindered in doing that which is not prohibited by 
law; and no person shall be compelled to do that which the law does not 
require him to do”. As per Article 37 of the Constitution, it is the duty of 
the State to ensure that justice is dispensed inexpensively and 
expeditiously to the People of Pakistan. As per Article 175(2) of the 
Constitution, “no court shall have any jurisdiction save as is or may be 
conferred on it by the Constitution or by or under any law”. Section 28 
of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1898 (Cr.P.C.) provides that subject to 
the other provisions of the said Code, any offence under the Pakistan 
Penal Code may be tried (a) by the High Court, or (b) by the Court of 
Sessions, or (c) by any other Court by which such offence is shown in the 
eighth column of the Second Schedule to be triable. Thus, under the 
authority and command of the Constitution and the Law, it is the duty of 
the State to ensure that no incident of blasphemy shall take place in the 
country. In case of the commission of such crime, only the State has the 
authority to bring the machinery of law into operation, bringing the 
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accused before a Court of competent jurisdiction for trial in accordance 
with law. However, it is not for the individuals, or a gathering (mob), to 
decide as to whether any act falling within the purview of Section 295-C 
has been committed or not, because as stated earlier, it is the mandate 
of the Court to make such decision after conducting a fully qualified trial 
and on the basis of credible evidence brought before it. No such parallel 
authority could in any circumstances be bestowed upon any individual 
or a group of persons. For this reason, this Court has held that the 
“Commission of blasphemy is abhorrent and immoral besides being a 
manifestation of intolerance but at the same time a false allegation 
regarding commission of such an offence is equally detestable besides 
being culpable. If our religion of Islam comes down heavily upon 
commission of blasphemy then Islam is also very tough against those who 
level false allegations of a crime. It is, therefore, for the State of the Islamic 
Republic of Pakistan to ensure that no innocent person is compelled or 
constrained to face an investigation or a trial on the basis of false or 
trumped up allegations regarding commission of such an offence.” [see: 
Malik Muhammad Mumtaz Qadri Vs. the State (PLD 2016 SC 17)] 

16. In this backdrop, we shall now consider the facts of the 

instant case. This matter has genesis in a criminal case, which has 
emanated from FIR No.326 dated 19.06.2009 under Section 295-C 
P.P.C., registered at Police Station Sadar Nankana Sahib, by one Qari 
Muhammad Salaam (PW. 1) stating therein that on 14.6.2009, the 
appellant Mst. Asia Bibi, belonging to Christian community of the village, 
along with other Muslim ladies, including Mafia Bibi (PW.2), Asma Bibi 
(PW.3) and Yasmin Bibi (given up PW), was plucking Falsa 
(Grewia/purple berry), in the field belonging to one Muhammad Idrees 
(CW. 1) where the appellant uttered derogatory remarks against the Holy 
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Prophet Hazrat Muhammad (;£$&). The said PWs narrated the matter to 

the complainant/Qari Muhammad Salaam, who on 19.6.2009, called the 
appellant in a public meeting and inquired about the occurrence, where 
the appellant confessed her guilt. Thereafter, Qari Muhammad Salaam 
lodged the complaint before police and consequently the FIR was 
registered. 

17. Before proceeding further, it may be pertinent to signify that 
the alleged incident, being a heinous crime and involving religious 
sentiments, attracted the media, both electronic and print, and generated 
both grief and rage in the public at large. 

18. On account of the investigation, the appellant was indicted 
in the matter; she was arrested and challaned by the police and charged 
by the learned Addl. Sessions Judge, Nankana Sahib with the offence 
under Section 295-C of PPC. 

19. During the course of the trial the prosecution examined as 
many as seven witnesses, including Qari Muhammad 
Salaam/complainant (PW. 1), two eye witnesses of the occurrence i.e. 
Mafia Bibi (PW.2) and Asma Bibi (PW.3), a witness of extra judicial 
confession Muhammad Afzal (PW.4) and three police witnesses (PW.5 to 
7). Whereas, (PW’s) Yasmin Bibi and Mukhtar Ahmad were given up and 
the prosecution evidence was closed. However, Muhammad Idrees, the 
owner of the fields was examined as Court witness (CW-1). 

20. The appellant had her statement recorded under Section 342 
Cr.P.C. wherein she categorically denied the allegations made against 
her. Further to that, it was also stated that her involvement in this case 
is being maliciously framed by the eye witnesses due to a quarrel arising 
out of the fetching of water which escalated the situation and led to the 
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exchange of heated words between her and the said ladies. However, 
neither the appellant appeared as her own witness to record statement 
on oath under Section 340 (2) Cr.P.C. nor did she opt to lead any defence 
evidence. 

21. After the conclusion of the trial, the learned trial Court vide 
impugned judgment dated 08.11.2010, convicted the appellant under 
Section 295-C and sentenced her to death with a fine of Rs. 100,000/- 
and in default whereof, to further undergo six months’ SI. The Capital 
Sentence Reference No.614 of 2010 (wrongly mentioned as Murder 
Reference) was forwarded under Section 374 Cr.P.C. by the trial Court to 
the learned High Court for confirmation or otherwise of the sentence of 
death, whereas, the appellant challenged her conviction/sentence 
through Criminal Appeal No.2509 of 2010. 

22. The learned High Court heard the appeal as well as the 
reference and vide the impugned judgment, dismissed the appeal of the 
appellant and answered the Reference in the affirmative, consequently 
the death sentence awarded to the appellant Mst. Asia Bibi was 
confirmed. Being aggrieved, the appellant has filed this appeal with the 
leave of the Court granted vide order dated 22.7.2015, inter alia, to 
consider and appreciate the evidence on the record. 

23. At the outset it was pointed out by the learned counsel for 
the complainant that at the time the instant appeal is barred by 11 days, 
as such, liable to be dismissed on this score alone. In this regard it is to 
be noted that when the instant appeal (petition) was filed, the appellant 
was in jail and confined to death cell. In the instant case, as the 
appellant has been sentenced to death, we deem it appropriate to 
reappraise the evidence to ensure that the conviction and sentence 
recorded against her had been validly recorded. Besides, the matter of 
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life and death of a lady is involved, therefore, the appeal should not be 
dismissed on mere technicalities. In this view of the matter, the delay in 
the filing of the appeal is condoned. 

24. It is the case of the appellant that on the fateful day an 

altercation took place between the appellant and both the eye witnesses, 
namely Mafia Bibi (PW.2) and Asma Bibi (PW.3) in the vicinity of the field 
owned by Muhammad Idrees (CW. 1), over the fetching of water which 
was offered by the appellant. However, the offer was refused, and it was 
said that because she is a Christian they would never take water from 
her hand. Over this, a heated argument took place with the exchange of 
some bitter words between them and as a result of this disagreement, 
those ladies, in connivance with the complainant, Qari Muhammad 
Salaam, ignited the situation and wrongly implicated her (the appellant) 
in this case. Furthermore, the alleged extra-judicial confession was not 
voluntary but rather resulted out of coercion and undue pressure as the 
appellant was forcibly brought before the complainant in presence of a 
gathering, who were threatening to kill her; as such, it cannot be made 
the basis of a conviction. There is an inordinate delay of about five days 
in lodging of the FIR which casts a serious doubt and shadow about the 
probity of the witnesses, and in fact, after the deliberations, a false story 
was concocted by the witnesses and reported to the police. Even 
otherwise, the complaint submitted to the police was drafted by an 
Advocate. The appellant, in her statement recorded u/s 342 Cr.P.C, 

expressed her full respect to the Holy Prophet (;£$&) and the Holy Quran 

and she offered to take an oath on the Bible to the Investigation Officer 
(IO) to prove her innocence which was refused by the IO. Therefore, the 
appellant being innocent deserves acquittal. Further, no prior permission 
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of the Central/Provincial Government was obtained before the 
registration of the FIR. 

25. First of all, we shall consider the validity of the proceedings 
in absence of a permission from the concerned Government. In this 
regard it is to be noted that under Section 196 of the Cr.P.C., no Court 
could take cognizance of any offence punishable under Section 295-A, 
P.P.C. unless the complaint was made by the order of or under authority 
from Central or Provincial Government or some officer empowered in that 
behalf by either of the two governments, but there was no requirement 
under the said Section for taking cognizance of the offence under Section 
295-C of PPC. Besides, it was contended by the learned counsel for the 
petitioner that as per Section 156-A of Cr.P.C., in a case involving the 
commission of offence under Section 295-C PPC, no officer below the 
rank of a Superintendent of Police is authorized to investigate in to the 
matter. In the instant case, as is evident from its statement, the 
investigation was entrusted to Muhammad Arshad, SI (PW-7), who 
recorded the statement of witnesses under Section 161 of Cr.P.C., 
prepared the site plan and also arrested the accused. Therefore, a 
violation of Section 156-A of Cr.P.C had been committed. In this regard it 
is to be noted that though initially the investigation was assigned to a 
Sub-Inspector, but later on vide letter dated 26.6.2009 the same 
(investigation) was transferred to one Muhammad Amin Bukhari, SP 
(Investigation), Sheikupura who completed the same, therefore, the 
defect, if any, stood cured. 

26. It has been advocated by the respondent’s side that the 
appellant has committed a heinous offence which has offended the 
feelings of Muslims; therefore, she does not deserve any leniency by this 
Court. The explanation given to the court pertaining to the delay of 5 
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days in lodging of the FIR was said to be based on the significance and 
the gravity of the situation. The allegations made were of serious nature 
which required a proper scrutiny and had to be first verified by the 
complainant himself after which the matter was reported to the Police. 
Both the eye witnesses, in whose presence the derogatory remarks were 
passed by the appellant, have not been cross-examined on the decisive 
and pivotal aspect of the case i.e. blasphemy. Therefore, the learned trial 
court has rightly convicted and sentenced the appellant. 

27. Heard the learned counsel for the appellant, the learned 
Additional Prosecutor General as well as the learned counsel for the 
complainant and the record has been perused with their able assistance. 

28. The entirety of the prosecution case revolved around the 
statement of two ladies, namely, Mafia Bibi (PW.2) and Asma Bibi (PW.3) 
and the extra-judicial confession of appellant. The said (PW’s) stated that 
the appellant, in the presence of other Muslim ladies, passed derogatory 

remarks against the Prophet Muhammad (;£$&). It is pertinent to mention 

here that admittedly, as is evident from the contents of the FIR and also 
the statements of the witnesses, there were 25-30 ladies present at the 
spot when the appellant allegedly passed blasphemous remarks against 

the Prophet Muhammad (;£$&), however, none of the other ladies except 

Mafia Bibi (PW.2) and Asma Bibi (PW.3) reported the matter to anyone. 
At this stage, it is to be noted that the said ladies did not appear before 
the Court to support the prosecution case. One of the other ladies, i.e. 
Yasmin Bibi (given up PWj, though was initially included in the list of 
witnesses, yet was not produced in the witness box and was given up. 
This creates doubt regarding the prosecution story, however, a thorough 
analysis of the statements of all the essential witnesses is required in 
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order to reach towards a just and proper conclusion, which shall be 

made at the later stage. Whereas, as is apparent from the statement of 

the appellant recorded under Section 342 Cr.P.C., she negated the 

allegations in the following terms: - 

“I am a married woman having two daughters. My husband is 
a poor labourer. I used to pluck Falsa from the fields of 
Muhammad Idrees along with a number of other ladies on the 
basis of daily wages. On the alleged day of occurrence, I 
along with number of ladies were working in the fields. Both 
the ladies Mst. Mafia Bibi and Mst. Asma Bibi PWs quarreled 
with me over fetching water which was offered by me to bring 
for them, but they refused saying that since I am Christian, 
they will never take water from my hand. Over this the quarrel 
ensued and some hot words were exchanged between me and 
the PWs ladies. The PWs then approached Qari Saalam 
complainant through his wife who remained teaching the both 
ladies, hence, the PWs were conspiring with Qari Saalam got 
a false, fabricated and fictitious case against me. I offered my 
oath to police on Bible that I had never passed such 
derogatory and shameful remarks against the Holy Prophet 
(PBUH) and the Holy Quran. I have great respect and honour 
to the Holy Prophet (PBUH) as well as Holy Quran and since 
police had conspired with the complainant, so, the police have 
falsely booked me in this case. The PWs are real sisters and 
interested to unfaithfully involve me in this case as they both 
felt disgrace and dishonour on the basis of altercation and 
hard words extended to them. Qari Saalam, the complainant 
is also an interested person and both the ladies remained 
teaching Holy Quran from his wife. My forefathers are living 
in this village since the creation of Pakistan. I am also about 
40 years old and since the cdleged occurrence, no complaint 
of such nature has ever accrued. Iam a Christian and 1 live in 
the village, so, being ignorant of any Islamic thought, how can 
I use such clumsy and derogatory remarks against the beloved 
Prophet (PBUH) of Allah and the Divine book viz. Holy 
Quran. (PW) Idrees is also an interested witness who has 
close family links with their above said ladies. ” 
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29. There is no denial of the fact that the FIR was registered with 

a delay of 5 days. The only explanation given by the complainant for 
such an inordinate delay is that the occurrence took place on 14.6.2009 
but the same was brought to his knowledge by Mafia Bibi (PW.2), Asma 
Bibi (PW.3) and Yasmin Bibi (given up PW) on 16.6.2009; during the 
period from 16.6.2009 to 19.6.2009 he as well as other people of the area 
kept on investigating the matter and after being satisfied that the 
occurrence had taken place, they reported the matter to the police for 
registration of the FIR. In this regard reference has been made by the 
learned counsel for the complainant on the judgments of this Court 
reported as Zar Bahadar Vs. the State (1978 SCMR 136) and Sheraz 
Asghar Vs. the State (1995 SCMR 1365) to contend that the delay in 
registration of a FIR is not per se fatal in all the cases as it never washes 
away nor torpedoes trustworthy and reliable ocular and circumstantial 
evidence. There is no cavil to the proposition, however, it is to be noted 
that in absence of any plausible explanation, this Court has always 
considered the delay in lodging of FIR to be fatal and castes a suspicion 
on the prosecution story, extending the benefit of doubt to the accused. 
It has been held by this Court that a FIR is always treated as a 
cornerstone of the prosecution case to establish guilt against those 
involved in a crime; thus, it has a significant role to play. If there is any 
delay in lodging of a FIR and commencement of investigation, it gives rise 
to a doubt, which, of course, cannot be extended to anyone else except to 
the accused. Furthermore, FIR lodged after conducting an inquiry loses 
its evidentiary value, [see: Iftikhar Hussain and others Vs. The State 
(2004 SCMR 1185)] Reliance in this behalf may also be made to the case 
titled as Zeeshan @ Shani Vs. The State (2012 SCMR 428) wherein it 
was held that delay of more than one hour in lodging the FIR give rise to 
the inference that occurrence did not take place in the manner projected 
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by prosecution and time was consumed in making effort to give a 
coherent attire to prosecution case, which hardly proved successful. 
Such a delay is even more fatal when the police station, besides being 
connected with the scene of occurrence through a metaled road, was at a 
distance of 11 kilometers from the latter. In the case titled as Noor 
Muhammad Vs. The State (2010 SCMR 97) it was held that when the 
prosecution could not furnish any plausible explanation for the delay of 
twelve hours in lodging the FIR, which time appeared to have been spent 
in consultation and preparation of the case, the same was fatal to the 
prosecution case. In the case titled as Muhammad Fiaz Khan Vs. Ajmer 
Khan (2010 SCMR 105) it was held that when complaint is filed after a 
considerable delay, which was not explained by complainant then in 
such situation it raises suspicion as to its truthfulness. Thus, we are of 
the view that in the facts and circumstances of the case, the explanation 
given by the prosecution is not plausible. Another important aspect of 
the matter is that the complainant (PW-1) in his statement admitted that 
the application for registration of FIR was drafted by an Advocate; 
however, he could not mention his name. This also cast doubt on the 
truthfulness of the story narrated in the FIR. 

30. Further to that, there were many discrepancies/ 

inconsistencies in the statements of the PWs; inasmuch as, the 
variations made by Mafia Bibi (PW.2) from her earlier statement recorded 
under Section 161 Cr.P.C. and when got confronted to her are: firstly, 
during her cross examination she stated that there were more than 1000 
people at the time of public gathering but this was not mentioned in her 
previous statement, secondly, during her cross examination she stated 
that the public gathering took place at the house of her father but it was 
not mentioned in her previous statement, thirdly, during her cross 
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examination she stated that many Ulemas were present at the public 
gathering but this was not mentioned in her previous statement. 
Likewise, Asma Bibi (PW.3) also deviated from her earlier statement 
recorded under Section 161 Cr.P.C. which are: firstly, during her cross 
examination she stated that the public gathering took place at the house 
of her neighbour Rana Razzaq, but this was not mentioned in her 
previous statement, secondly, during her cross examination she stated 
that there were more than 2000 people at the time of public gathering 
but this was not mentioned in her previous statement. Muhammad Afzal 
(PW.4) also made deviations from his earlier statement recorded under 
Section 161 Cr.P.C. which were confronted to him are: firstly, in his 
examination-in-chief he stated that he was present in his house when 
PW ladies along with the complainant and Mukhtar Ahmed came there 
and narrated the whole occurrence to him, but it was not mentioned 
previously; secondly, during his examination-in-chief he stated that the 
public gathering took place at the house of Mukhtar Ahmed, but this was 
not mentioned in his previous statement; thirdly, during his 
examination-in-chief he stated that the appellant was brought to the 
public gathering, but it was not mentioned in his previous statement. 
Qari Muhammad Salaam (complainant/PW. 1) also transformed his 
earlier complaint submitted before the police for the registration of the 
FIR: firstly, during his examination-in-chief he stated that he was 
present in the village when Mafia Bibi (PW.2), Asma Bibi (PW.3) and 
Yasmin Bibi (given up PW) came to him and informed him of the 
occurrence, at that time Muhammad Afzal and Muhammad Mukhtar 
were also present there, however, in his complaint he stated that Mafia 
Bibi (PW.2), Asma Bibi (PW.3) and Yasmin Bibi (given up PW) and others 
informed him of the occurrence as well as informing the other people of 
the village; secondly, he further stated that the public gathering took 
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place at the house of Mukhtar Ahmed, but this was not mentioned in his 
complaint; thirdly, he stated that the appellant was brought to the public 
gathering, but it was not mentioned in his complaint. Thus, such 
inconsistent statements undermine the evidence of the prosecution. 

31. These material contradictions and inconsistent statements of 
the witnesses are tantamount to cast further doubts on the coherence of 
the evidence pertaining to the questions set out below; - 

a) Who informed the complainant about the occurrence 
of such; 

b) Who was present at the time of disclosure regarding 
the allegation made against the appellant; 

c) How many people were present at the time of the 
public gathering; 

d) Where did the public gathering took place; 

e) What was the distance between the place of the public 
gathering and the house of the appellant; and 

f) How and who brought the appellant to the public 
gathering; 

32. With regards to the first two issues, i.e. who informed the 
complainant about the occurrence and who was present at the time of 
such disclosure, it is to be noted that in the FIR, it has been vaguely 
mentioned that Asma Bibi (PW.3), Mafia Bibi (PW.2) and Yasmin Bibi 
(given up PW) brought the alleged occurrence to the notice of the 
complainant and other villagers. Whereas, Mafia Bibi (PW.2) in her 
examination-in-chief stated that she narrated the whole story to Qari 
Muhammad Salaam (complainant/PW. 1) and others, however, during 
her cross-examination, she categorically mentioned that the matter was 
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reported to Qari Muhammad Salaam (complainant/PW. 1) by her sister 
Asma Bibi (PW.3) who was a student of complainant’s wife on the evening 
of the same day i.e. 14.6.2009. Asma Bibi (PW.3) in her examination-in¬ 
chief stated that she along with other PWs informed Qari Muhammad 
Salaam (complainant/PW. 1) of the matter, and Muhammad Afzal and 
Mukhtar were also present there. Muhammad Afzal (PW.4) in his 
examination-in-chief stated that he was present in his house when Mafia 
Bibi (PW.2), Asma Bibi (PW.3) and Yasmin Bibi (given up PW) along with 
Qari Muhammad Salaam (complainant) and Mukhtar Ahmed came there 
and narrated the whole occurrence to him. Qari Muhammad Salaam 
(complainant/PW. 1) in his examination-in-chief stated that he was 
present in his village when Asma Bibi (PW.3), Mafia Bibi (PW.2) and 
Yasmin Bibi (given up PW) came to him and informed him about the 
incident; at that time Muhammad Afzal and Muhammad Mukhtar were 
also present there along with other villagers. Thus, the witnesses while 
giving their statements were not consistent in this regard. 

33. Dealing with the question, as to how many persons were 
present at the time of the public gathering, it is to be noted that PW-1 
stated that the public gathering was held in a house consisting of 5 
Marla and about 100 people were present there; however, PW.2 stated 
that more than 1000 people were present in the public gathering; 
whereas, PW.3 stated that more than 2000 people were present; yet, 
PW.4 narrated that there may be more than 200-250 persons were 
present in the public gathering. Thus, the witnesses are also not 
consistent in this regard. 

34. Pertaining to the question as to where the public gathering 
took place, it is to be noted that the complainant (PW. 1) stated in his 
cross-examination that the public gathering was held at Mukhtar 


Ahmed’s house, while PW.2 stated in her cross-examination that the 
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public gathering was held at her father’s, Abdul Sattar’s house, whereas, 
PW.3 stated in her cross-examination that the public gathering was held 
at Rana Razzaq’s house, however, PW.4 stated in his examination-in¬ 
chief that the public gathering was held at Mukhtar Ahmed’s house. Yet 
another name was put forth in this regard by CW-1, who in his cross- 
examination stated that the public gathering was held at the Dera of Haji 
Ali Ahmed. Thus, on this issue too, there are material contradictions 
between the statements given by the witnesses. 

35. Regarding the issue of the distance between the place of the 
public gathering and the house of the appellant, it is to be noted that 
PW.2 did not mention anything in this regard, whereas, PW.3 stated in 
her cross-examination that the house of the appellant was three houses 
away from the place of the public gathering. However, PW.4 stated in his 
cross-examination that the house of the appellant was at a distance of 
200/250 yards from the place of the public gathering, while the 
complainant (PW. 1) did not disclose the distance between the house of 
the appellant and the place of public gathering, nevertheless, according 
to CW-1 the house of the appellant was in front of the Dera where the 
public gathering took place. Thus, there are material contradictions 
between the witnesses on this issue as well. 

36. With regard to the issues that who had brought the 
appellant to the public gathering and how did she got there, it is to be 
noted that PW.2 stated that she did not remember who brought the 
appellant to the public gathering but it was a resident of her village, 
whereas, PW.3 stated that the appellant was called to the public 
gathering by the people of the village and was brought on foot and the 
people who called her were also on foot. However, PW.4 stated that 
Mushtaq Ahmed brought the appellant to the public gathering, while the 
complainant (PW. 1) stated that the people of the village went to the 
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house of the appellant and took her from there to the public gathering on 
two motorcycles, Mudassar was one of those people. Thus, on this issue 
too there are material contradictions between the witnesses. 

37. The witnesses were also not in consonance regarding the 
time and duration of the public gathering. PW-2 stated that it took place 
on Friday at 12 noon and lasted for 15/20 minutes; PW-3 stated that the 
public gathering took place at 12 noon and lasted for 15 minutes; PW-4 
stated that the public gathering took place at 11/12 noon and lasted for 
2/ 2 1 /2 hours; whereas, complainant (PW-1) did not mention the time and 
duration of the gathering. Thus, there are furthers material contradiction 
between the witnesses. 

38. A further conflict also prevails between the other PWs and 
the complainant. Other PWs stated that the matter was brought to the 
notice of complainant on the same day i.e. 14.6.2009; however, the 
complainant during his cross-examination stated that he was informed of 
the occurrence on 16.6.2009. 

39. There is yet another material contradiction regarding the 
submission of the application to the police and registration of the FIR. At 
the bottom of the FIR the place of registration of the FIR has been 
mentioned that the FIR was registered by Mehdi Hassan, SI at “bridge 
canal Chandar Cot and the time of registration is given as “5:45 pm”. 
Conversely, the complainant (PW-1) in his statement has mentioned that 
the FIR was registered by delivering the application to the SHO 
concerned. However, Muhammad Rizwan, SI (PW-5) stated that the 
complainant presented before him the complaint (Exh.PA) upon which he 
formally registered the FIR (Exh.PA/1). 

40. With regard to the arrest of the accused, further 
contradictions exist in the statement of Muhammad Arshad, SI (PW-7); 
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inasmuch as, he (PW-7) stated in his examination-in-chief that the 
accused was arrested by him with the help of two lady constables, 
presented to the Judicial Magistrate and sent to judicial lockup. It was 
then stated in the cross-examination that the accused was arrested by 
him on 19.6.2009 from her house situated at Village Ittanwali at about 
4/5 p.m., however, at a subsequent point of time it was stated by him 
that he reached the Village Ittanwali at about 7 p.m. and remained there 
for one hour. Furthermore, PW-2 and PW-3 in their statements, 
categorically denied the fact that an altercation/quarrel took place 
between the appellant and them on the fetching of water immediately 
before the passing of the alleged blasphemous remarks by the appellant. 
Whereas, PW-6 and as well as CW-1 admitted in their statements that an 
altercation/quarrel took place between them, thus the factum of quarrel 
is proved from the record. The prosecution did not declare PW-6 as a 
hostile witness. In this eventuality, the said PWs could not be termed as 
truthful witnesses and the death sentence could not be inflicted on the 
testimony of such eye witnesses, which even otherwise are interested 
witnesses. 

41. All these contradictions are sufficient to cast a shadow of 

doubt on the prosecution’s version of facts, which itself entitles the 
appellant to the right of benefit of the doubt. It is a well settled principle 
of law that for the accused to be afforded this right of the benefit of the 
doubt, it is not necessary that there should be many circumstances 
creating uncertainty. If a single circumstance creates reasonable doubt 
in a prudent mind about the apprehension of guilt of an accused, then 
he/she shall be entitled to such benefit not as a matter of grace and 
concession, but as of right. Reference in this regard may be made to the 
cases of Tariq Pervaiz Vs. The State (1995 SCMR 1345) and Ayub 
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Masih vs The State (PLD 2002 SC 1048). Thus, it is held that the 
appellant is entitled to the benefit of the doubt as a right. 

42. There is also an another facet pertaining to this matter. The 

learned Trial Court had relied upon the evidence of the witnesses 
regarding the extra-judicial confession to convict the appellant. The 
learned High Court has disregarded the extra-judicial confession for the 
reason that the evidence of extra-judicial confession furnished by the 
witnesses, i.e. Qari Muhammad Salaam (PW. 1), Muhammad Afzal (PW.4) 
as well as Muhammad Idrees (CW. 1), to the extent of confessing the guilt 
in a public gathering, cannot be termed as an extra-judicial confession 
because no time, date and manner of commission of offence was given 
and further, no circumstances under which the appellant had allegedly 
committed the offence, have been narrated in the alleged confessional 
statement. In this regard it is to be noted that this Court has repeatedly 
held that evidence of extra-judicial confession is a fragile piece of 
evidence and utmost care and caution has to be exercised in placing 
reliance on such a confession. It is always looked at with doubt and 
suspicion due to the ease with which it may be concocted. The legal 
worth of the extra judicial confession is almost equal to naught, keeping 
in view the natural course of events, human behaviour, conduct and 
probabilities, in ordinary course. It could be taken as corroborative of the 
charge if it, in the first instance, rings true and then finds support from 
other evidence of unimpeachable character. If the other evidence lacks 
such attribute, it has to be excluded from consideration. Reliance in this 
behalf may be made to the cases of Nasir Javaid Vs. State 12016 SCMR 
1144), Azeem Khan and another Vs. Mujahid Khan and others (2016 
SCMR 274), Imran alias Dully Vs. The State (2015 SCMR 155), 
Hamid Nadeem Vs. The State (2011 SCMR 1233), Muhammad Aslam 





Criminal Appeal No.39-L of 2015 


30 


Vs. Sabir Hussain (2009 SCMR 985), Sajid Mumtaz and others Vs. 
Basharat and others (2006 SCMR 231), Ziaul Rehman Vs. The State 
(2000 SCMR 528) and Sarfraz Khan Vs. The State and 2 others (1996 
SCMR 188). 

43. Furthermore, as per Article 37 of the Qanun-e-Shahadat 
Order, 1984, “A confession made by an accused person is irrelevant in a 
criminal proceeding, if the making of the confession appears to the Court 
that it has been caused by any inducement, threat or promise having 
reference to the charge against the accused person, proceeding from a 
person in authority and sufficient, in the opinion of the Court, to give the 
accused person grounds which would appear to him reasonable, for 
supposing that by making it he would gain any advantage or avoid any 
evil of a temporal nature in reference to the proceedings against him”. 

44. In this very instant case, the appellant was brought to a 
gathering of potentially hundreds of people, she was alone at the time, 
tensions were running high, and it was an intimidating environment, the 
appellant may well have felt threatened and vulnerable; thus, the alleged 
extra-judicial confession made by the appellant, even if presumed to have 
been made by her before such public gathering, cannot be termed as a 
voluntary action and nor it can be relied upon to form the basis of a 
conviction, especially for capital punishment. 

45. Learned High Court while maintaining the conviction of the 
appellant has relied upon the testimony of the witness for the reasons 
that (a) the presence of the eye witnesses and the appellant at the 
relevant time in the field of 'Falsa ' is not denied (b) the witnesses have 
not been cross examined by the defence qua the offence of blasphemy 
alleged against the appellant and (c) the defence could not point out or 
even suggest any previous enmity, ill will or ulterior motive of the eye 
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witnesses against the appellant to falsely implicate her in the case of 
such a heinous nature and (d) the testimony of (CW.l), Muhammad 
Idrees, who was also present in the field at the relevant time, provides 
strong corroboration to the evidence furnished by the eye witnesses. 

46. In this regard it is important to note that this Court has 
held that the principle, namely, the part of the statement which 
remains un-rebutted amounts to admission, does not attract in 
criminal cases. In criminal cases, the burden to prove the guilt of the 
accused rests heavily upon the prosecution, who has to prove its case 
beyond any shadow of doubt. Reliance in this behalf may be made to 
judgments of this Court reported as Nadeem Ramzan Vs. the state 
(2018 SCMR 149), S. Mahmood Aslam Shah Vs. the State (PLD 
1987 SC 250) and State Vs. Rab Nawaz and another (PLD 1974 SC 
87). Thus, the learned High Court has erred in law while deciding this 
aspect of the matter. 

47. Besides, both the eye witnesses were specifically cross- 
examined with regards to the altercation which took place in the said 
field; inasmuch as, when a specific question was put to Mafia Bibi 
(PW.2), in her reply she stated that "It is incorrect to suggest that I 
recorded my statement against the accused Asia Bibi due to the quarrel 
which took place between me and Asia Bibi during the plucking of Falsa 
on the same day”. The allegation of blasphemy was also rebutted by 
the defence which is evident from the answer given by her (PW.2) 
namely, “It is further incorrect to suggest that I have deposed falsely 
today and listened nothing”. Likewise, a similar suggestion was also 
put to Asma Bibi (PW.3) who in response whereof stated that "It is 
incorrect to suggest that on the day of occurrence, a quarrel took place 
between me and the accused Mst. Asia Bibi in the said garden on the 
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issue of drinking water. It is also incorrect to suggest that I am deposing 
falsely today due to the grudge of the quarrel which took place between 
me and the accused Mst. Asia Bibi.” With regard to the allegation of 
blasphemy, a question was put to the said witness (PW.3) who replied 
that “It is further incorrect to suggest that I am deposing falsely, and 
nothing has been heard directly by the mouth of the accused Mst. Asia 
Bibi". However, Muhammad Idrees (CW.l) in his examination-in-chief 
admitted the factum of a quarrel between the appellant and the eye 
witnesses as is evident from his statement which states “This led to a 
quarrel between them. I was also intimated about this quarrel." In his 
cross-examination, he admitted that “I was at a distance of 2/3 Killa 
away when I came to know about the occurrence. ...I confirmed about the 
facts. ... when I came at the spot, I only came to know that there has been 
a disagreement between the accused and PWs which has resulted due the 
fetching of water.” Thus, there is no denial about the factum of the 
argument over the fetching of water between the appellant and eye 
witnesses before the alleged commission of crime. The mere presence of 
the appellant as well as the witnesses at the place of alleged occurrence 
alone is not sufficient to prove the occurrence of the offence. The 
defence has not contested the matter on the basis that the appellant 
was not present in the field, rather it has taken the plea that the 
appellant and witnesses were present in the field in question when the 
altercation took place between them, and in that resentment the 
witnesses had falsely implicated her (the appellant) with the help and 
support of the complainant. Astonishingly, 25-30 ladies were present at 
the spot but none of them except Yasmin Bibi (given up PW) supported 
the prosecution version before the complainant, and she too did not opt 
to appear in the witness-box to depose against the appellant. Even CW. 1 
has not heard the words constituting the crime of blasphemy. All this 
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creates doubt regarding the prosecution story. Moreover, the factum of 
inordinate delay of 5 days in the registration of FIR further casts a 
serious dent on the prosecution story. 

48. It is a well settled principle of law that one who makes an 

assertion has to prove it. Thus, the onus rests on the prosecution to 
prove guilt of the accused beyond reasonable doubt throughout the trial. 
Presumption of innocence remains throughout the case until such time 
the prosecution on the evidence satisfies the Court beyond reasonable 
doubt that the accused is guilty of the offence alleged against him. There 
cannot be a fair trial, which is itself the primary purpose of criminal 
jurisprudence, if the judges have not been able to clearly elucidate the 
rudimentary concept of standard of proof that prosecution must meet in 
order to obtain a conviction. Two concepts i.e., “proof beyond reasonable 
doubt” and “presumption of innocence” are so closely linked together 
that the same must be presented as one unit. If the presumption of 
innocence is a golden thread to criminal jurisprudence, then proof 
beyond reasonable doubt is silver, and these two threads are forever 
intertwined in the fabric of criminal justice system. As such, the 
expression "proof beyond reasonable doubt" is of fundamental 
importance to the criminal justice: it is one of the principles which seeks 
to ensure that no innocent person is convicted. Where there is any doubt 
in the prosecution story, benefit should be given to the accused, which is 
quite consistent with the safe administration of criminal justice. Further, 
suspicion howsoever grave or strong can never be a proper substitute for 
the standard of proof required in a criminal case, i.e. beyond reasonable 
doubt. In the presence of enmity between the accused and the 
complainant/witnesses, usually a strict standard of proof is applied for 
determining the innocence or guilt of the accused. If the PWs are found 
inimical towards the accused, she deserves acquittal on the principle of 
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the benefit of the doubt. Keeping in mind the evidence produced by the 
prosecution against the alleged blasphemy committed by the appellant, 
the prosecution has categorically failed to prove its case beyond 
reasonable doubt. Reliance in this behalf may be made to the cases 
reported as Muhammad Ashraf Vs. The State (2016 SCMR 1617), 
Muhammad Jamshaid Vs. The State (2016 SCMR 1019), Muhammad 
Asghar alias Nannah Vs. The State (2010 SCMR 1706), Noor 
Muhammad alias Noora Vs. The State (1992 SCMR 2079) and Ayub 
Masih Vs. The State (PLD 2002 SC 1048). 

49. I will end this Judgement on a Hadith of our beloved Prophet 
Muhammad (;£$&); 

“Beware! Whoever is cruel and hard on a non-Muslim 
minority, or curtails their rights, or burdens them with more 
than they can bear, or takes anything from them against their 
free will; 1 (Prophet Muhammad) will complain against the 
person on the Day of Judgment. ” (Abu Dawud) 

50. For the foregoing reasons, this appeal is allowed. The 
judgments of the High Court as well as the Trial Court are reversed. 
Consequently, the conviction as also the sentence of death awarded to 
the appellant is set aside and she is acquitted of the charge. She be 
released from jail forthwith, if not required in any other criminal case. 


CHIEF JUSTICE 

I agree and have appended a 
separate concurring opinion. 

JUDGE 

JUDGE 

Announced in open Court 

on 31.10.2018 at Islamabad 

Approved for reporting 

Waqas Naseer/* 
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Asif Saeed Khan Khosa, J.: I have had the privilege of perusing 
the proposed judgment authored by my lord the Hon’ble Chief Justice 
and I agree with the reasons recorded and the conclusions reached 
therein. However, because of some important legal and factual issues 
involved in the case I have decided to record this separate concurring 
opinion. 

2. Mst. Asia Bibi appellant had allegedly made some derogatory 
remarks against the Holy Prophet Muhammad (Peace Be Upon Him) and 
the Holy Qur’an on 14.06.2009 in the presence of some of her Muslim 
female co-workers while plucking Falsa (a kind of berry also known as 
grewia asiatica ) in the field of one Muhammad Idrees in village Ittanwali 
in the area of Police Station Sadar, Nankana Sahib and for that alleged 
commission of the offence of blasphemy under section 295-C of the 
Pakistan Penal Code, 1860 (P.P.C.) she was booked in case FIR No. 326 
registered at the said Police Station on 19.06.2009 at the instance of Qari 
Muhammad Salaam complainant, an Imam of the local mosque. It was 
alleged that the appellant had stated something to the effect that the 
Holy Prophet Muhammad (Peace Be Upon Him) had fallen ill and was 
bedridden for one month before his death, insects had emerged from his 
mouth and ear, he had got married to Hazrat Khadija (May Almighty 
Allah Be Pleased With Her) with the intention to loot her wealth and after 
looting her wealth he had discarded her. It was also alleged that on the 
same occasion the appellant had also uttered words to the effect that the 
Holy Qur’an was not a book of God and it was not a divine book but a 
self-made book. The appellant was arrested by the local police on 
19.06.2009 soon after registration of the FIR and upon completion of the 
investigation a Challan was submitted before the trial court 
recommending her trial. The trial court framed a Charge against the 
appellant for an offence under section 295-C, P.P.C. to which she 
pleaded not guilty and claimed a trial. During the trial the prosecution 
produced seven witnesses in support of its case against the appellant 
and produced some documents and statement of a Court Witness was 
also recorded by the trial court. In her statement recorded under section 
342 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898 (Cr.P.C.) the appellant 
denied and controverted all the allegations of fact leveled against her by 
the prosecution and professed her innocence. She opted not to make a 
statement on oath under section 340(2), Cr.P.C. and did not produce any 
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evidence in her defence. Upon completion of the trial and after hearing of 
arguments of the learned counsel for the parties the learned Additional 
Sessions Judge, Nankana Sahib trying the case convicted the appellant 
for the offence under section 295-C, P.P.C. vide judgment dated 
08.11.2010 and sentenced her to death and to pay a fine of Rs. 
1,00,000/- or in default of payment thereof to undergo simple 
imprisonment for a period of six months. The appellant challenged her 
conviction and sentence before the Lahore High Court, Lahore through 
Criminal Appeal No. 2509 of 2010 which was heard by a learned Division 
Bench of the said Court along with Murder Reference No. 614 of 2010 
seeking confirmation of the sentence of death passed by the trial court 
against the appellant and vide judgment dated 16.10.2014 the 
appellant’s appeal was dismissed, her conviction and sentence recorded 
by the trial court were upheld and confirmed and the Murder Reference 
was answered in the affirmative. Hence, the present appeal by leave of 
this Court granted on 22.07.2015. 

3. Leave to appeal had been granted by this Court in order to 
reappraise the evidence and we have undertaken that exercise by 
perusing the record of the case from cover to cover with the assistance of 
the learned counsel for the parties. We have also carefully heard and 
considered the arguments advanced by the learned counsel for the 
parties. 

4. It has been argued by the learned counsel for the appellant that an 
FIR in respect of the alleged occurrence had been lodged by Qari 
Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) with a delay of five days and it 
had been admitted by the complainant before the trial court that before 
lodging of the FIR deliberations had taken place amongst the members of 
the complainant party which delay and deliberations had denuded the 
FIR of its evidentiary value, as held by this Court in the case of Iftikhar 
Hussain and others v The State (2004 SCMR 1185). He has also argued 
that the prosecution witnesses had differed with each other over the 
place where the FIR had been lodged and the Advocate who had drafted 
the application for registration of the FIR had never been named. He has 
further argued that two independent prosecution witnesses had 
confirmed that a quarrel had taken place between the appellant and the 
ladies belonging to the complainant party before the offending words had 
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allegedly been uttered by the appellant but the prosecution witnesses 
belonging to the interested complainant party had completely suppressed 
such an important fact. It has also been argued by him that no 
independent corroboration was available confirming the allegations 
leveled against the appellant by the crucial prosecution witnesses 
appearing before the trial court, i.e. Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi 
(PW3). According to him the investigation of this case was conducted by 
an officer who was not competent to investigate this case as required by 
section 156-A, Cr.P.C. and in support of this contention he has relied 
upon the cases of Shaukat Ali v The State and others (2008 SCMR 553), 
Arty ad Farooq and another v The State (2007 P.Cr.L.J. 238) and Malik 
Muhammad Mumtaz Qadri v The State and others (PLD 2016 SC 17). He 
has also submitted that it was alleged in the FIR that the appellant was a 
preacher of Christian faith which formed the motive in this case but no 
such assertion was made before the trial court by any prosecution 
witness during the trial. He has pointed out that none of the other female 
co-workers of the appellant working in the same field of Falsa was 
produced by the prosecution in support of its case against the appellant 
and, thus, the best evidence had been withheld by the prosecution and 
on account of such failure of the prosecution an adverse inference is to 
be drawn against it. With these arguments the learned counsel for the 
appellant has maintained that the case of the prosecution against the 
appellant was full of serious doubts and the benefit of such doubts ought 
to be extended to her. 

5. As against that the learned Additional Prosecutor-General, Punjab 
appearing for the State has maintained that investigation of a case by a 
police officer not competent to investigate such case does not vitiate the 
investigation and in support of this argument he has referred to the 
provisions of section 156(2), Cr.P.C. He has submitted that the 
statements made before the trial court by Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma 
Bibi (PW3) were quite consistent and their statements had found 
sufficient support from the statements made by Muhammad Idrees 
(CW1) and Muhammad Amin Bukhari, SP (Investigation) (PW6). It has, 
thus, been maintained by him that the prosecution had succeeded in 
proving its case against the appellant beyond reasonable doubt. 
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6. While opposing this appeal and supporting the appellant’s 
conviction and sentence recorded and upheld by the courts below the 
learned counsel for the complainant has argued that delay in lodging of 
an FIR is not always fatal to a criminal case and in the present case the 
delay stood sufficiently explained by the prosecution. He has relied in 
this regard upon the cases of Zar Bahadar v The State (1978 SCMR 136) 
and Sheraz Asghar v The State (1995 SCMR 1365). He has also argued 
that both the courts below had concurred in their findings and had 
found the appellant guilty as charged and such concurrent findings of 
the courts below are not be interfered with lightly. He has pointed out 
that in her statement recorded under section 342, Cr.P.C. the appellant 
had not disputed her presence in the relevant field of Falsa at the date 
and time of occurrence and she had also admitted having some verbal 
interaction with her female co-workers, including Mafia Bibi (PW2) and 
Asma Bibi (PW3), on that occasion and no suggestion was made to those 
witnesses during their cross-examination that the allegations leveled by 
them regarding commission of blasphemy by the appellant were 
incorrect. According to the learned counsel for the complainant an 
assertion of fact by a witness is deemed to have been admitted by the 
opposite party if the witness is not controverted regarding such assertion 
through a suggestion during his cross-examination. He has also 
submitted that the appellant had made multiple extra-judicial 
confessions about her guilt before different prosecution witnesses who 
had consistently deposed about the same before the trial court. In the 
end he has argued that the prosecution witnesses had no ostensible 
reason to falsely implicate the appellant in a case of this nature, their 
consistent statements had inspired confidence of the courts below and, 
therefore, the appellant’s conviction and sentence recorded and upheld 
by the courts below do not warrant any interference by this Court. 

7. After hearing the learned counsel for the parties and going through 
the record of the case with their assistance I have observed that the 
prosecution had produced seven witnesses in support of its case against 
the appellant. Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant had appeared 
before the trial court as PW1 and had deposed about having been 
informed about the incident by three ladies, holding of a public gathering 
on 19.06.2009 wherein the appellant had allegedly confessed her guilt 
and had asked for forgiveness and lodging of the FIR by him on 
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19.06.2009. Mafia Bibi (PW2) had deposed about the incident taking 
place in the field of Falsa on 14.06.2009, informing the complainant 
about that incident and holding of a public gathering on 19.06.2009 
wherein the appellant had allegedly made a confession and had sought 
pardon. Asma Bibi (PW3) had also made a statement regarding the same 
events which were stated by Mafia Bibi (PW2). Muhammad Afzal (PW4) 
had stated about having been informed by Qari Muhammad Salaam 
complainant (PW1), Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3) about the 
blasphemy allegedly committed by the appellant and holding of a public 
gathering on 19.06.2009 wherein the appellant had allegedly admitted 
her guilt and had sought forgiveness. Muhammad Rizwan, SI (PW5) had 
recorded the formal FIR at the Police Station. Muhammad Amin Bukhari, 
SP (Investigation) had appeared as PW6 and had stated about the 
investigation of this case conducted by him. Muhammad Arshad, SI 
(PW7) was the initial investigating officer of this case and he had stated 
about inspecting the place of occurrence on 19.06.2009, recording of 
statements of witnesses, arresting the appellant, obtaining her judicial 
remand from a Magistrate and sending her to the judicial lock-up. Some 
documents were also produced by the prosecution before the trial court 
in support of its case. The trial court summoned and recorded the 
statement of Muhammad Idrees as CW1 who claimed to be the owner of 
the Falsa field wherein the occurrence had allegedly taken place and he 
also stated about the appellant confessing her guilt before him on 
14.06.2009, the complainant being informed about the incident, holding 
of a public gathering on 19.06.2009 and the appellant allegedly 
confessing her guilt before that gathering and also before the 
investigating officer on that day. In her statement recorded under section 
342, Cr.P.C. while answering a question as to why the present case was 
registered against her and as to why the prosecution witnesses had 
deposed against her the appellant had stated as follows: 


“I am married woman having two daughters. My husband is a poor 
labourer. I used to pluck Falsa from the plants of Muhammad Idrees 
along with number of ladies on the daily wages basis. On the alleged day 
of occurrence, I along with number of ladies were working in the fields. 
Both the ladies Mst. Mafia Bibi and Mst. Asma Bibi PWs quarreled with 
me over fetching water which was offered by me to bring for them but 
they refused saying that since I am Christian, so, they never took water 
from the hand of Christian. Over this, quarrel was insued and some hot 
words were exchanged between myself and the PWs ladies. The PWs then 
approached Qari Salaam complainant through his wife who remained 
teaching the both ladies, hence, the PWs were conspiring with Qari 
Salaam got a false, fabricated and fictitious case against me. I offered my 
oath to police on Bible that I had never passed such derogatory and 
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shameful remarks against the Holy Prophet (PBUH) and the Holy Quran. 
I have great respect and honour to the Holy Prophet (PBUH) as well Holy 
Quran and since police had conspired with the complainant, so, the 
police has falsely booked me in this case. The PWs are real sisters and 
interested to falsely involve me in this case as they felt disgrace and 
dishonor on the basis of altercation and hard words extended to them. 
Qari Salaam complainant is also interested person and both the ladies 
remained teaching Holy Quran from his wife. My forefathers are living in 
this village since creation of Pakistan. I am also about 40 years old and 
since the alleged occurrence, no complaint likewise this never exist 
against me. I am uneducated and no priest of Christian. So much so 
there is no church of the Christian in the village, so, being ignorant of 
any Islamic thought, how can I use such clumsy and derogatory remarks 
against the beloved Prophet (PBUH) of Allah and the Divine book viz Holy 
Quran. PW Idrees is also a interested witness who has close family links 
with their above said ladies.” 


The appellant had opted not to make a statement on oath under section 
340(2), Cr.P.C. and had not produced any evidence in her defence. 


8. I now proceed to evaluate every piece of evidence produced by the 
prosecution in the sequence of events statedly unfolding in this case. 


9. Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3) were produced by the 
prosecution as witnesses of the incident allegedly taking place in the field 
of Falsa on 14.06.2009. The said ladies were young girls and sisters inter 
se and were semi-literate who had statedly received some elementary 
religious education in their village from the wife of Qari Muhammad 
Salaam complainant (PW1). Those ladies had never stated as to who was 
addressed by the appellant at the time of uttering the derogatory 
remarks, they had never disclosed in whose field of Falsa the alleged 
incident had taken place and they had not themselves lodged any report 
about the same with the local police. It is of critical importance to 
mention here that the senior investigating officer of this case namely 
Muhammad Amin Bukhari, SP (Investigation) (PW6) as well as the owner 
of the relevant field of Falsa namely Muhammad Idrees (CW1) had 
categorically stated before the trial court that the derogatory words were 
uttered by the appellant when there was a religious discussion between 
the appellant and her Muslim co-workers in the field of Falsa after Mafia 
Bibi (PW2), Asma Bibi (PW3) and other Muslim co-workers had stated 
that they would not drink water from the hands of the appellant who was 
a Christian by faith. According to the said witnesses it was on the basis 
of the said stance of the appellant’s Muslim co-workers that a “quarrel” 
had taken place and during the said quarrel the appellant had uttered 
the derogatory words against the Holy Prophet Muhammad (Peace Be 
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Upon Him) and the Holy Qur’an. This shows that, according to the 
prosecution itself, the appellant had uttered the derogatory words 
attributed to her after the appellant’s religion was insulted and her 
religious sensibilities had been injured by her Muslim co-workers 
including Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3). It is unfortunate that in 
the FIR lodged by Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) and in 
their statements made before the police under section 161, Cr.P.C. no 
mention was made by Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1), 
Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3) regarding any such verbal 
exchange or quarrel. It is also disturbing to note that both Mafia Bibi 
(PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3) had completely suppressed this factual 
aspect of the case in their examinations-in-chief before the trial court 
and when it was suggested to them by the defence during their cross- 
examination they simply denied any such verbal exchange and the 
ensuing quarrel. It is, thus, obvious that both Mafia Bibi (PW2) and 
Asma Bibi (PW3) had no regard for the truth and they were capable of 
deposing falsely and also that the said semi-literate young sisters had a 
reason to level allegations against the appellant which could be untrue. I 
propose to comment on this aspect of the case from another angle as well 
in the later part of this opinion. 

10. Muhammad Idrees had appeared before the trial court as CW1 and 
he had not been produced by the prosecution but was summoned by the 
trial court as a Court Witness. He claimed that he was the owner of the 
relevant field of Falsa, he had gone to his field of Falsa on 14.06.2009 
and he was informed by Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3) at the 
spot about an altercation taking place between those ladies and the 
appellant whereafter the appellant had made a confession before him 
and had sought pardon. Muhammad Arshad, SI (PW7) had stated that 
the place of occurrence was the field of Falsa belonging to Muhammad 
Idrees (CW1) and Muhammad Amin Bukhari, SP (Investigation) (PW6) 
had stated that Muhammad Idrees (CW1) was attracted to the field and 
the ladies had narrated the matter to him whereafter he inquired from 
the appellant who confessed before him. I have, however, found that the 
story about Muhammad Idrees (CW1) being attracted to the spot, being 
apprised of the incident by Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3) and 
the appellant confessing before him and seeking pardon was a story 
which was completely new and in their depositions Mafia Bibi (PW2), 
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Asma Bibi (PW3), Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) and 
Muhammad Afzal (PW4) had not stated anything at all about Muhammad 
Idrees (CW1) coming to the spot, being apprised of the incident by Mafia 
Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3) and the appellant confessing before him 
and seeking pardon! It appears that Muhammad Idrees (CW1) was 
introduced in this case at some later stage by way of an afterthought. He 
had not joined the initial investigation of this case conducted by 
Muhammad Arshad, SI (PW7) and had not made any statement before 
him. It was the subsequent investigating officer namely Muhammad 
Amin Bukhari, SP (Investigation) (PW6) who had claimed that 
Muhammad Idrees (CW1) had appeared before him on 04.07.2009, i.e. 
after 20 days of the alleged occurrence and after 15 days of registration 
of the FIR. Such belated surfacing of the said witness was quite 
suspicious and in all likelihood he had been planted in this case at some 
subsequent stage. Apart from that the confession allegedly made by the 
appellant before Muhammad Idrees (CW1) was not put to the appellant 
at the time of recording of her statement under section 342, Cr.P.C. and 
the law is settled that a piece of evidence or a circumstance not put to 
the accused person at the time of recording of his statement under 
section 342, Cr.P.C. cannot be used or considered against him. The 
statement made by Muhammad Idrees (CW1) before the trial court is, 
therefore, to be kept completely out of consideration. 

11. The next development allegedly taking place in this case was that 
Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) was informed about the 
incident but the evidence brought on the record about that development 
was also not free from doubt. In the FIR lodged by him the complainant 
had stated that Mafia Bibi (PW2), Asma Bibi (PW3), Yasmin Bibi and 
some others had informed him and other people of the village about the 
incident but in the FIR he had not divulged as to when he was informed 
about the incident. In his examination-in-chief before the trial court the 
complainant had stated that he was informed by Mafia Bibi (PW2), Asma 
Bibi (PW3) and Yasmin Bibi on 14.06.2009 and on that occasion 
Muhammad Afzal (PW4) and Muhammad Mukhtar Ahmad were also 
present with him whose presence with him had not been mentioned by 
him in the FIR. In his cross-examination the complainant had changed 
his stance and had stated that he was informed about the occurrence on 
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16.06.2009 (not on 14.06.2009 as stated by him in his examination-in- 
chief) . 

12. According to the prosecution the next person informed about the 
alleged incident was Muhammad Afzal (PW4) but where was he contacted 
for the purpose was also in doubt. Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant 
(PW1) had stated before the trial court that on 14.06.2009 Mafia Bibi 
(PW2), Asma Bibi (PW3) and Yasmin Bibi came to him and informed him 
about the incident and on that occasion Muhammad Afzal (PW4) and 
Muhammad Mukhtar Ahmad were also present with him. However, 
Muhammad Afzal (PW4) had maintained before the trial court that on 
14.06.2009 Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1), Mafia Bibi 
(PW2), Asma Bibi (PW3), Yasmin Bibi and Muhammad Mukhtar Ahmad 
came to his house and narrated the occurrence to him. 

13. According to the record of the case some steps had been taken by 
the complainant party before reporting the matter to the police but the 
ambivalence surrounding taking of such steps was quite noticeable. The 
alleged occurrence had taken place on 14.06.2009 and the matter was 
reported to the police on 19.06.2009, i.e. after five days. Qari 
Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) had initially stated before the 
trial court that he had been informed about the incident on 14.06.2009 
but during the same testimony he had also stated that he had been 
apprised of the occurrence on 16.06.2009. He had stated before the trial 
court that between 16.06.2009 and 19.06.2009 he and the people of the 
village had “investigated and consulted and peeped into the matter” and 
the matter was reported to the police when they had felt satisfied about 
correctness of the allegations leveled against the appellant. Muhammad 
Idrees (CW1) had also stated that Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant 
(PW1) had verified the facts from him. It has pertinently been noticed by 
us that no detail of any such investigation, consultation or peeping into 
the matter by the complainant party or of verification by the complainant 
had been divulged before the trial court nor any evidence had been 
produced in that regard. 

14. The next development allegedly taking place in this case was a 
public gathering convened and held on 19.06.2009 wherein the appellant 
was summoned and she had statedly made a confession and had sought 
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pardon. I have found that the evidence produced by the prosecution in 
respect of the said public gathering and about what transpired therein 
was not only an afterthought but was nothing short of concoction 
incarnate. The said public gathering was allegedly held at about Noon on 
19.06.2009 and an FIR in respect of the alleged commission of 
blasphemy by the appellant had been lodged by Qari Muhammad Salaam 
complainant (PW1) with the local police at 05.45 P.M. on the same day, 
i.e. 19.06.2009 but it is quite intriguing to note that in the FIR so lodged 
no mention whatsoever had been made to any public gathering convened 
or held earlier on the same day or to summoning of the appellant in any 
such public gathering, making of a confession by her and seeking pardon 
by her therein! All that was mentioned in the FIR was that on 19.06.2009 
Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1), Muhammad Afzal (PW4) 
and Mukhtar Ahmad had summoned Asma Bibi (PW3), etc. and when 
the appellant was asked about the incident taking place on 14.06.2009 
she confessed and sought pardon. After lodging and registration of the 
FIR the initial investigating officer namely Muhammad Arshad, SI (PW7) 
had recorded the statements of Mafia Bibi (PW2), Asma Bibi (PW3) and 
Muhammad Afzal (PW4) under section 161, Cr.P.C. (Exhibits-DA, DB and 
DC respectively) on that very day and in those statements the said 
witnesses had also failed to mention anything about any public gathering 
convened and held on the same day, summoning of the appellant in such 
gathering, making of a confession by the appellant or seeking pardon by 
her therein! 

15. The witnesses produced by the prosecution before the trial court in 
order to prove the convening and holding of the so-called public 
gathering on 19.06.2009 and summoning of the appellant to that 
gathering, making of a confession by her and seeking pardon by her 
therein were Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) and 
Muhammad Afzal (PW4). The statements made by the said witnesses 
have, however, been found by me to be mutually contradictory besides 
having been contradicted by the remaining record of the case. Qari 
Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) had stated that a public 
gathering was called in the village on 19.06.2009 but he had failed to 
mention the time or specific place of its holding. He claimed that in that 
gathering the appellant had confessed her guilt before him. He had 
conceded that convening and holding of any public gathering on 
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19.06.2009 had not been mentioned by him in the FIR (Exhibit-PA) 
lodged by him later on the same day. He had maintained that in the 
public gathering the appellant had narrated the occurrence to him and 
then Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Yasmin Bibi had narrated the occurrence but 
in her statement made before the trial court Mafia Bibi (PW2) had not 
said anything about her presence in the public gathering and Yasmin 
Bibi was not produced by the prosecution before the trial and she had 
been given up as unnecessary. Although Mafia Bibi (PW2) had stated 
about a public gathering in her statement made before the trial court yet 
she had never claimed to be present in any such gathering and, thus, her 
statement in that regard was nothing but hearsay. She had stated that 
the public gathering was held after four days of the alleged occurrence 
which meant that either the public gathering was held on 18.06.2009 
and not on 19.06.2009 or the alleged occurrence had taken place on 
15.06.2009 and not on 14.06.2009. I have already mentioned above that 
in her statement made before the police under section 161, Cr.P.C. Mafia 
Bibi (PW2) had said nothing about any public gathering at all and she 
was duly confronted with that earlier statement. In her statement made 
before the trial court Asma Bibi (PW3) had stated about holding of a 
public gathering but she had failed to mention any date, time or place of 
holding of such gathering. In her examination-in-chief she had never 
claimed to be present in the public gathering but in her cross- 
examination she had stated that she and others had gone to attend the 
public gathering on their own. It has already been mentioned by me 
above that in her statement made before the police under section 161, 
Cr.P.C. Asma Bibi (PW3) had also said nothing about any public 
gathering at all and she was duly confronted with that earlier statement. 
Muhammad Afzal (PW4) had stated before the trial court about his 
presence in the public gathering and about summoning of the appellant 
to that gathering, making of confession by her in that gathering and her 
seeking pardon but he was confronted with his earlier statement made 
before the police under section 161, Cr.P.C. wherein he had said nothing 
at all about any such public gathering, summoning of the appellant to 
that gathering, making of confession by the appellant in that gathering 
and her seeking pardon. Muhammad Idrees (CW1) had also stated before 
the trial court about the public gathering convened and held on 
19.06.2009 and also about what transpired therein but he had admitted 
in black and white that he was not present in that gathering and he was 
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told about the same by some other persons. His statement about the 
public gathering and whatever transpired therein was, thus, hit by the 
rule against hearsay evidence. It may, however, be pointed out that the 
said witness had maintained that the public gathering was held after two 
or three days of the alleged occurrence and not after five days as asserted 
by some other witnesses. 

16. Apart from what has been discussed above the evidence produced 
by the prosecution about where the public gathering had been held, how 
many people had participated in that gathering, who had brought the 
appellant to the gathering, how the appellant was brought to the 
gathering and the time consumed in the meeting has been found by me 
to be replete with glaring contradictions exposing complete falsity of the 
said part of the prosecution’s story. As regards the place of holding the 
public gathering Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) had stated 
that the public gathering was held in the house of Muhammad Mukhtar 
Ahmad who was not produced by the prosecution and was given up as 
unnecessary. He had also stated that the total area of the house of the 
said Muhammad Mukhtar Ahmad was 5 Marlas. Mafia Bibi (PW2) had 
stated that the public gathering was held in the house of her father 
namely Abdul Sattar wherein she and her sister namely Asma Bibi (PW3) 
also resided. Asma Bibi (PW3) had stated in one breath that the public 
gathering was held in her house but in the other breath she had stated 
that the public gathering was held in the house of her neighbour namely 
Rana Razzaq. Muhammad Afzal (PW4) had maintained that the public 
gathering was held in the house of Muhammad Mukhtar Ahmad who had 
not been produced by the prosecution and had been given up as 
unnecessary. According to Muhammad Idrees (CW1) the public gathering 
was held at the Dera of Haji Ali Ahmad and not at any other place. The 
number of persons who had participated in the said public gathering was 
stated by Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) to be about 100, 
Mafia Bibi (PW2) had given that figure as more than 1000 including 
many Ulema and Imams of mosques, according to Asma Bibi (PW3) the 
number of participants was about 2000 including people of nearby 
villages and according to Muhammad Afzal (PW4) more than 200/250 
people were present in that gathering. Muhammad Idrees (CW1) had 
stated that many religious scholars were also present in the gathering 
but he did not know the names of the religious scholars who had 
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participated. If, as stated by Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant 
(PW1), the total area of the house wherein the public gathering had been 
held was only 5 Marlas then hundreds or thousands of people could not 
conceivably fit into that very small house. The evidence produced by the 
prosecution regarding bringing the appellant to the public gathering was 
equally discrepant and utterly unreliable. According to Qari Muhammad 
Salaam complainant (PW1) some residents of the village including one 
Mudassir had gone on two motorcycles to the house of the appellant and 
had brought her with them to the public gathering. The said Mudassir 
was not produced by the prosecution as a witness. Asma Bibi (PW3) had 
stated that the house of the appellant was situated only three houses 
away from the place where the public gathering was held and that the 
appellant was brought there on foot and she also went back on foot. 
Muhammad Afzal (PW4) had stated that the house of the appellant was 
situated 200/250 yards away from the house wherein the public 
gathering had been held and it was one Mushtaq Ahmad who had 
brought the appellant to the gathering. Later on during the same 
statement the said witness had maintained that Mushtaq Ahmad had 
brought the appellant from the field of Falsa. Muhammad Idrees (CW1) 
had stated that the appellant’s house was situated in front of the Dera 
whereat the public gathering was held. According to Mafia Bibi (PW2) 
and Asma Bibi (PW3) the public gathering lasted for about 15/20 
minutes but Muhammad Afzal (PW4) had deposed that the gathering had 
continued for two to two and a half hours. There was a general 
consensus among the prosecution witnesses that the public gathering 
was held on a Friday and it had commenced its proceedings around 
Noon time. If the proceedings had continued for two to two and a half 
hours then the participants of the gathering, including some religious 
scholars and Imams of mosques, might have missed their Friday prayers 
which was not expected of them! 

17. According to the prosecution after the public gathering was over 
Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) had lodged an FIR with the 
local police on the same day, i.e. 19.06.2009. The circumstances in 
which the complainant had lodged the FIR were also not free from 
serious doubts. The original FIR (Exhibit-PA) was in the shape of a 
written application which had statedly been drafted by an Advocate. The 
record of this case is completely silent about availability of an Advocate 
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in the village of the parties and nobody had stated anything about the 
complainant going to any city so as to contact an Advocate and to get an 
FIR drafted by him. As a matter of fact the complainant had stated before 
the trial court that he did not even remember the name of the Advocate 
who had drafted the FIR. The application Exhibit-PA showed that the 
same was presented by the complainant before Mehdi Hassan, ASI at 
Pull Nehar Chandarkot (bridge over Chandarkot canal) at 05.45 P.M. on 
19.06.2009 when the complainant had met that police officer there while 
on his way to the Police Station. Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant 
(PW1) had, however, stated before the trial court that the application 
Exhibit-PA was delivered to the Station House Officer of the concerned 
Police Station which was factually incorrect and was belied by the 
document Exhibit-PA itself. Muhammad Rizwan, SI (PW5) had stated in 
black and white that on 19.06.2009 the complainant had presented the 
complaint Exhibit-PA before him at the Police Station and he had then 
chalked out the formal FIR (Exhibit-PA/1). Even Question No. 6 put to 
the appellant at the time of recording of her statement under section 
342, Cr.P.C. was about the complainant presenting the application 
Exhibit-PA at the Police Station which was against the record. It was 
suggested to the complainant by the defence during his cross- 
examination that the application Exhibit-PA was presented by him before 
Mehdi Hassan, ASI at Pull Nehar Chandarkot and not at the Police 
Station but the complainant had categorically denied that suggestion and 
had maintained that it was incorrect to suggest that the application 
Exhibit-PA was not presented by him at the Police Station. The 
complainant had lied in that regard because it had been recorded by 
Mehdi Hassan, ASI at the bottom of the application Exhibit-PA that the 
said application had been presented by the complainant before him at 
05.45 P.M. on 19.06.2009 at Pull Nehar Chandarkot. This lie told by the 
complainant could have further been exposed by Mehdi Hassan, ASI but 
for some undisclosed reason the said police officer was not produced by 
the prosecution before the trial court. It is quite strange and out of the 
ordinary that Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1), the initiator 
of this criminal case, did not remember who had drafted the application 
Exhibit-PA for the purpose of lodging the FIR and he did not even know 
where and before whom the said application had been presented by him 
for the purpose of getting an FIR registered. It, thus, appears that 
something else was happening behind the scene and the actual movers 
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of the present criminal case were some others who had never come to the 
fore. Apart from that the FIR had been lodged in this case by Qari 
Muhammad Salaam complainant (PW1) who was not present in the 
incident allegedly taking place in the field of Falsa on 14.06.2009 and 
who had not himself heard any derogatory remark attributed to the 
appellant. The FIR lodged by him had not even disclosed as to which 
female co-worker was being addressed by the appellant when she had 
allegedly uttered the offending words on the relevant occasion. An FIR 
lodged with a noticeable delay and after consultations and deliberations 
loses its credibility and in the present case the FIR had been lodged with 
an unexplained delay of five days and the complainant had admitted 
before the trial court that the FIR had been lodged after he and the 
people of the village had “investigated”, “consulted” and “peeped into the 
matter”. The complainant and the FIR lodged by him, thus, were not 
worthy of much credit. 

18. The investigation conducted in this case by the police after registration of 
the FIR had also left much to be desired. Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant 
(PW1) had admitted before the trial court that no permission was obtained from 
the District Coordination Officer or the District Police Officer, etc. for lodging or 
registration of an FIR in respect of the offence of blasphemy. The initial 
investigation of this case was conducted by a Sub-Inspector of Police, i.e. 
Muhammad Arshad, SI (PW7) which was a violation of section 156-A, Cr.P.C. 
according to which investigation of such a case could be conducted by an officer 
not below the rank of Superintendent of Police. After lodging of the FIR it was 
Muhammad Arshad, SI (PW7) who was entrusted the investigation of the case 
and it was he who had gone to the place of occurrence, had recorded 
statements of the witnesses under section 161, Cr.P.C. and had arrested the 
appellant on the same day, i.e. 19.06.2009. Muhammad Amin Bukhari, SP 
(Investigation) had appeared before the trial court as PW6 and had claimed to 
have conducted the subsequent investigation of this case after the Deputy 
Inspector-General of Police/Regional Police Officer, Range Sheikhupura had 
entrusted the investigation of the case to him on 24.06.2009. That statement of 
PW6 was factually incorrect because the relevant letter of the Deputy Inspector- 
General of Police/Regional Police Officer, Range Sheikhupura was dated 
26.06.2009 as was evident from the statement of PW6 himself. The said officer 
had never visited the place of occurrence and had not recorded the statements 
of witnesses himself. Even the circumstances in which the appellant had been 
arrested in connection with this case were quite doubtful. Muhammad Arshad, 
SI (PW7) had stated before the trial court that the appellant had been arrested 
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by him on 19.06.2009 from the appellant’s house. Muhammad Idrees (CW1), 
however, had a different story to tell in that regard and according to him the 
religious scholars present in the public gathering had handed over the 
appellant to the police and the appellant had been arrested at the Dera of Haji 
Ali Ahmad where the public gathering was held. 

19. The argument of the learned counsel for the complainant that some 
factual assertions made by the prosecution witnesses were deemed to have 
been admitted by the defence because the prosecution witnesses were not 
cross-examined regarding those assertions and no suggestion was put to them 
regarding incorrectness of such assertions has been found by me to be 
misconceived. In the case of Nadeem Ramzan v The State (2018 SCMR 149) this 
Court had clarified while referring to the earlier cases of S. Mahmood Alam Shah 
v The State (PLD 1987 SC 250) and State v Rab Nawaz and another (PLD 1974 
SC 87) that “the principle that a fact would be deemed to be proved if the 
witness stating such fact had not been cross-examined regarding the same was 
a principle applicable to civil cases and not to criminal cases. It was held that a 
criminal case is to be decided on the basis of totality of impressions gathered 
from the circumstances of the case and not on the narrow ground of cross- 
examination or otherwise of a witness on a particular fact stated by him.” 

20. The glaring and stark contradictions in the evidence produced by the 
prosecution in respect of every factual aspect of this case, noticed by me above, 
lead to an irresistible and unfortunate impression that all those concerned in 
the case with providing evidence and conducting investigation had taken upon 
themselves not to speak the truth or at least not to divulge the whole truth. It is 
equally disturbing to note that the courts below had also, conveniently or 
otherwise, failed to advert to such contradictions and some downright 
falsehood. All concerned would have certainly done better if they had paid heed 
to what Almighty Allah has ordained in the Holy Qur’an: 

“O you who have believed, be persistently standing firm for Allah, 
witnesses in justice, and do not let the hatred of a people prevent you 
from being just. Be just, that is nearer to righteousness. And fear Allah; 
indeed, Allah is acquainted with what you do.” 

(Surah Al-Ma'idah: verse 8) 

“So follow not [personal] inclination, lest you not be just. And if you 
distort [your testimony] or refuse [to give it], then indeed Allah is ever, 
with what you do, acquainted.” 


(Surah An-Nisa: verse 135) 



Criminal Appeal No.39-L of 2015 


-: 51 


21. There are indications available on the record that something had 
transpired between the appellant, a Christian by faith, and her Muslim co¬ 
workers in the field of Falsa on the fateful day and it was in the background of 
that something that the present allegation regarding commission of blasphemy 
had belatedly been leveled against the appellant after deliberations spanning 
over five long days. It is unfortunate that all the four private witnesses 
produced by the complainant party, i.e. Qari Muhammad Salaam complainant 
(PW1), Mafia Bibi (PW2), Asma Bibi (PW3) and Muhammad Afzal (PW4) had 
remained completely silent about that something and it were the Court Witness 
namely Muhammad Idrees (CW1) and the senior investigating officer namely 
Muhammad Amin Bukhari, SP (Investigation) (PW6) who had spilled the beans 
in that regard and had shown that the boot might in fact be on the other leg! 
According to the statement made by Muhammad Idrees (CW1) before the trial 
court he had come to know that before the offending words were allegedly 
uttered by the appellant a quarrel had taken place between the appellant and 
the other female co-workers over an issue of fetching water to drink. 
Elaborating the said quarrel the said witness, owner of the relevant field of 
Falsa, had disclosed that while working together in that field on the relevant 
occasion the worker ladies wanted to drink water and the appellant was 
requested to fetch water but Mafia Bibi (PW2) and Asma Bibi (PW3) said that 
they would not drink water from the hands of the appellant because she was a 
Christian. Muhammad Amin Bukhari, SP (Investigation) (PW6) had stated 
before the trial court that it came to his knowledge during the investigation that 
during a religious discussion between the ladies working together in the field of 
Falsa on the fateful day a Muslim lady asked for water but when the appellant 
offered her water the Muslim lady refused to have/drink it from the hand of a 
Christian lady. He had also confirmed that in his statement recorded under 
section 161, Cr.P.C. Muhammad Idrees (CW1) had stated that a quarrel had 
taken place between the appellant and the ladies appearing as prosecution 
witnesses on the issue of drinking water. The record shows, and it is sad to 
note, that when taking place of such a quarrel between the appellant and Asma 
Bibi (PW3) on the issue of drinking water was suggested to the latter by the 
defence during her cross-examination she had denied that suggestion. The 
denial of that suggestion by Asma Bibi (PW3) has, however, failed to surprise 
me because in the FIR, in their statements recorded by the police under section 
161, Cr.P.C. as well as in their statements made before the trial court all the 
private witnesses belonging to the complainant party, i.e. Qari Muhammad 
Salaam complainant (PW1), Mafia Bibi (PW2), Asma Bibi (PW3) and Muhammad 
Afzal (PW4) had maintained complete silence over this factual aspect of the case 
and this fact had come to light only through the statements of a Court Witness 
and an investigating officer who were both independent witnesses. 
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22. The above mentioned suppression of a critical fact by the members 
of the complainant party in fact holds the key to a just, fair and correct 
decision of the present case. The record of the case shows that the 
appellant and her forefathers had been living in the same village since 
before the creation of Pakistan in the year 1947 and during all this while 
no such incident or quarrel over religions of the parties had ever taken 
place. It may be advantageous to read again what the appellant had 
stated in her statement recorded under section 342, Cr.P.C.: 


“I am married woman having two daughters. My husband is a poor 
labourer. I used to pluck Falsa from the plants of Muhammad Idrees 
along with number of ladies on the daily wages basis. On the alleged day 
of occurrence, I along with number of ladies were working in the fields. 
Both the ladies Mst. Mafia Bibi and Mst. Asma Bibi PWs quarreled with 
me over fetching water which was offered by me to bring for them but 
they refused saying that since I am Christian, so, they never took water 
from the hand of Christian. Over this, quarrel was insued and some hot 
words were exchanged between myself and the PWs ladies. The PWs then 
approached Qari Salaam complainant through his wife who remained 
teaching the both ladies, hence, the PWs were conspiring with Qari 
Salaam got a false, fabricated and fictitious case against me. I offered my 
oath to police on Bible that I had never passed such derogatory and 
shameful remarks against the Holy Prophet (PBUH) and the Holy Quran. 
I have great respect and honour to the Holy Prophet (PBUH) as well Holy 
Quran and since police had conspired with the complainant, so, the 
police has falsely booked me in this case. The PWs are real sisters and 
interested to falsely involve me in this case as they felt disgrace and 
dishonor on the basis of altercation and hard words extended to them. 
Qari Salaam complainant is also interested person and both the ladies 
remained teaching Holy Quran from his wife. My forefathers are living in 
this village since creation of Pakistan. I am also about 40 years old and 
since the alleged occurrence, no complaint likewise this never exist 
against me. I am uneducated and no priest of Christian. So much so 
there is no church of the Christian in the village, so, being ignorant of 
any Islamic thought, how can I use such clumsy and derogatory remarks 
against the beloved Prophet (PBUH) of Allah and the Divine book viz Holy 
Quran. PW Idrees is also a interested witness who has close family links 
with their above said ladies.” 


In the backdrop of that statement of the appellant, suppression of the 
fact by the complainant party about the quarrel over drinking water and 
confirmation about such quarrel by the Court Witness and the senior 
investigating officer there are two possibilities which appeal to reason: 
firstly, the appellant had uttered the offending words after her own 
religion or religious sensibilities had been insulted and injured by the 
Muslim co-workers at the spot or, secondly, due to the quarrel taking 
place between the appellant and her Muslim co-workers at the spot 
without any offending word having been uttered by the appellant the 
quarrel was reported by the Muslim ladies to others who then, after 
deliberating over the matter for five long days, had decided to go after the 



Criminal Appeal No.39-L of 2015 


53 


appellant with a false allegation regarding commission of blasphemy. 
Both these possibilities require some examination. 

23. The statements made by Muhammad Idrees (CW1) and 
Muhammad Amin Bukhari, SP (Investigation) (PW6) before the trial court 
revealed that the alleged blasphemy had been committed by the 
Christian appellant after her Muslim co-workers had insulted the 
appellant’s religion and had injured her religious sensibilities only 
because she believed in and was a follower of Jesus Christ. According to 
the Holy Qur’an a Muslim’s faith is not complete till he believes in all the 
Holy Prophets and Messengers of Almighty Allah including Jesus Christ 
(Isa son of Maryam) (Peace Be Upon Him) and all the revealed Holy Books 
of Almighty Allah including the Holy Bible. From that perspective 
insulting the appellant’s religion by her Muslim co-workers was no less 
blasphemous. Almighty Allah, the Creator of mankind, knew how a 
human being whose religion and religious sensibilities are insulted is 
likely to snap and retort and that is why it was ordained in the Holy 
Qur’an that 

“And do not insult those they invoke other than Allah, lest they insult 
Allah in enmity without knowledge. Thus We have made pleasing to every 
community their deeds. Then to their Lord is their return, and He will 
inform them about what they used to do.” 

(Surah Al-An'am: verse 108) 

The Muslim co-workers of the appellant had violated the command of 
Almighty Allah by insulting the Deity believed in and the religion followed 
by the appellant and, even if the prosecution’s allegations against the 
appellant were to be accepted as correct, the stated reaction to the same 
by the appellant was not different from that warned about by Almighty 
Allah. 

24. In view of the glaring contradictions in the evidence produced by 
the prosecution it has appeared to me to be equally plausible that due to 
the quarrel taking place between the appellant and her Muslim co¬ 
workers at the spot without any offending word having been uttered by 
the appellant the quarrel was reported by the Muslim ladies to others 
who then, after deliberating over the matter for five long days, had 
decided to go after the appellant with a false allegation regarding 
commission of blasphemy. If that were so then the Muslim witnesses in 
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this case had violated a covenant of the Holy Prophet Muhammad (Peace 
Be Upon Him) with those professing the Christian faith. In his book The 
Covenants of the Prophet Muhammad with the Christians of the World 
(published by Angelico Press on 01.09.2013) John A. Morrow has 
referred to and reproduced many covenants entered into by the Holy 
Prophet Muhammad (Peace Be Upon Him) with people of the Christian 
faith and one of such covenants is called the Covenant of the Prophet 
Muhammad (Peace Be Upon Him) with the Monks of Mount Sinai. It is 
reported that in or around the year 628 A.D. a delegation from St. 
Catherine’s Monastery, the world’s oldest monastery located at the foot of 
Mount Sinai in Egypt, came to the Holy Prophet Muhammad (Peace Be 
Upon Him), requested for his protection and he responded by granting 
them a charter of rights. That charter, also known as The Promise to St. 
Catherine, was translated from Arabic to English language by Dr. A. 
Zahoor and Dr. Z. Haq as follows: 


"This is a message from Muhammad ibn Abdullah, as a covenant to 
those who adopt Christianity, near and far, we are with them. 

Verily I, the servants, the helpers, and my followers defend them, 
because Christians are my citizens; and by God! I hold out against 
anything that displeases them. No compulsion is to be on them. Neither 
are their judges to be removed from their jobs nor their monks from their 
monasteries. No one is to destroy a house of their religion, to damage it, 
or to carry anything from it to the Muslims' houses. Should anyone take 
any of these, he would spoil God's covenant and disobey His Prophet. 

Verily, they are my allies and have my secure charter against all that 
they hate. 

No one is to force them to travel or to oblige them to fight. The Muslims 
are to fight for them. If a female Christian is married to a Muslim, it is 
not to take place without her approval. She is not to be prevented from 
visiting her church to pray. Their churches are to be respected. They are 
neither to be prevented from repairing them nor the sacredness of their 
covenants. No one of the nation (Muslims) is to disobey the covenant till 
the Last Day (end of the world)." 

The promise made was eternal and universal and was not limited to St. 
Catherine alone. The rights conferred by the charter are inalienable and 
the Holy Prophet Muhammad (Peace Be Upon Him) had declared that 
Christians, all of them, were his allies and he equated ill treatment of 
Christians with violating God's covenant. It is noticeable that the charter 
imposed no conditions on Christians for enjoying its privileges and it was 
enough that they were Christians. They were not required to alter their 
beliefs, they did not have to make any payments and they did not have 
any obligations. The charter was of rights without any duties and it 
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clearly protected the right to property, freedom of religion, freedom of 
work, and security of person. 

25. It is unfortunate that while utilizing the sacred concept of Namoos- 
e-Risalat (honour and dignity of Prophethood) the above mentioned 
promise made by the Holy Prophet Muhammad (Peace Be Upon Him) to 
those professing the Christian faith had not been adhered to by his 
followers in the present case. It appears that after an altercation taking 
place in the field of Falsa a feast of falsehood had followed and the 
Muslim members of the complainant party led by Qari Muhammad 
Salaam complainant had paid little heed to the following command of 
Almighty Allah in the Holy Qur’an: 

“O! ye who believe! Stand out firmly for justice, as witnesses to Allah, 
even as against yourselves, or your parents, or your kin, and whether it 
be (against) rich or poor, for Allah can best protect both. Follow not the 
lusts (of your hearts), lest ye swerve, and if ye distort (Justice) or decline 
to do justice, verily Allah is well-acquainted with all that ye do.” 

(Surah Al-Nisa: verse 135] 

Even if there was some grain of truth in the allegations levelled in this 
case against the appellant still the glaring contradictions in the evidence 
of the prosecution highlighted above clearly show that the truth in this 
case had been mixed with a lot which was untrue. Even in this regard 
the Muslim witnesses belonging to the complainant party had ignored 
what had been ordained by Almighty Allah in the following verse of the 
Holy Qur’an: 

“And do not mix the truth with falsehood or conceal the truth while you 
know [it].” 

(Surah Al-Baqarah: verse 42) 

Blasphemy is a serious offence but the insult of the appellant’s religion 
and religious sensibilities by the complainant party and then mixing 
truth with falsehood in the name of the Holy Prophet Muhammad (Peace 
Be Upon Him) was also not short of being blasphemous. It is ironical that 
in the Arabic language the appellant’s name Asia means ‘sinful’ but in 
the circumstances of the present case she appears to be a person, in the 
words of Shakespeare’s King Leare , “more sinned against than sinning”. 

26. For what has been discussed above a conclusion is inescapable 
and irresistible that the prosecution had failed to prove its case against 
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the appellant beyond reasonable doubt. This appeal is, therefore, 
allowed, the conviction and sentence of the appellant recorded and 
upheld by the courts below are set aside and she is acquitted of the 
charge by extending the benefit of doubt to her. She shall be released 
from the jail forthwith if not required to be detained in connection with 
any other case. 


(Asif Saeed Khan Khosa) 
Judge 
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^J-°^ £ij-^ *>J <^-*1 —^ Jj-J-uj ^ jjf 

(33:36 oiuT ojj_i_u)Lt ^jj 


^y 


/1 /1 £(./%£_ L>^yc/ 'ft ^L Zl j y l^^ 17 i ^/cf ^ > b -6 

:^l/ 

£ ♦♦ ♦♦ w ♦♦ ~ ♦♦ 


OiV LS- 5 ^ (^ U^ J ^9^) L>°^ cr^ jt f-3 Jj^ 
-LT 1 ^ ChM UJ=^(^ ^Jls^O ^ f 2 ^ Oif cS^ J 2 d^ 
cJ^-° J9» l£jj-£i ^ >» U-i-® 4—^ 

cj^r^ C)L>* *i ~d ^ 0°^ ej9-° cr^ jt-^ J jJj-4 

e^ UJ^-°J-° JJ^ J <e-° '-r t -*L-^ J^ J JJJ"4 

(7:203 oj 1 Sjj_cu) -,-j cx^^j jjl ciut si ,—ti 


:^y 


(,-it ,_^) O-oLlS jjj jjf (gtlo c _L4i)fjA ( - j ^ j <. A ,.^ 7 i 

S JJ-^)-JJ ,—cu J_^i L£ Ij-A 6jjjf J_J J_t_of ^ 

(33:21 0 J 


:^y 
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jjf -e* j-W C _U cjL^ jjf 

(68:3-4 cjLjI j*Jlll Sjj^) (^U) 


:^y 


:^y 


,—jJ ^ ^.La_j j-£ p-J ,_! ^(^Sfe., 


J)jjt 


(21:107 cj_»l ^Lullt Sjjjjj),_i t (j_> (j^ l_Lt)dt ^ j 


^x’y- Z_i)y Tvjl Jf ^i-/l ^13 


£ ♦♦ ♦♦ ♦♦ W ♦♦ 


e^ '-^jJ <^-° l*H> 0* OH ^ jjt 

Jjt <J^ c4i J <=-*-“ ^jt-olLo ^ jl J-£ CjLoJ-^ 4-£ 

<j Ji.tA .j M jjf LU ^jl^j jjf Li j-uj .J p-i «-£ ^-u 
f 2 ) ^ 6 b ^ O-*-^ L^-° Orf J JJ^ jjj-° oWj jjt 

^ OH <rS^( UJ=i) Jjf OH ^L> cr^( 

^ L_cfj)jjf £_a_^l( Li jLo jjl Li J-LU ,-J p_J 

^jj 1 (3^ c^ 0 1 J^( c?^) 6jiul( <1^ 

jl ^_u_oi ^ jf ^5 fjA ^j^jJ C^-cujJ O^J 

c?^ O 1 -^ 1 erf eJJ^ ^ ^ cr? lt-^J^ ^ ^ J-j 

(4:46 cut c.LmiJt 


:^y 
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^ LS^ chtjd ljV ■ jL°d J^ d 

^ cdjJ cr^ Jjj c^ cJ-^J J ^ ChH 5 C^ * C->“^ O 11 -^ jd 

4^ ( 3 J 4j Lujl)jj^ VjJ <L» <-<-« jjj j_>Jjj ^ u* (Cj-^= <_>°0 

-j* ^ r* jd od^KH JL^-cl 

(49:2 cj_»T 1 ")tj lt Sjj_cu) 


g-I^j yj - A i " t „*I <_d” dcdd bj£—yzZ. —Xs^ > U’i(Jc< I iJL {^F*l 

chij^ ^ c^d cr^dd LS^ Lsd chidd ed-d a J ^ cr^ Lt^ j_l_o j_^ OJ Jfj 

— j ^ 

udd j* ^L^=> JUtf ^ jl ^ UJjf ^Jjljl jjjjj ^ ^ <-£-ij-d 

“-Chid dtjjt Chhd ^ C^ 

J l> \J[ L j /c^> (^<J iddetail (^dcf i^Jlddddl 

I^c^lT(J^(^ ii d-d ) lC 0^^iJd^^^^ddd^dd^^dd£did 


:^y 


jSl .(,—i dLt CjLt) -jSjLo <b Lj jSLjLo ^jT. jT.-s i ^ j I ^ *C ^| ^_j 
d ^ ^ d d d^t - 0 d'^S 1 ^ <-*ij ,—J ^ jl 

d id jd IjA UJlr if <d cd 4 i-^ cd^ - J U-^4 J-^ 

Lhid ^d^d udd odd^ ^ jd -d cr^ Jj-^j 

(9:80 ciul)tjjj 


:^y 


D^ J cr^ Chi - 0 UJj^d d f-J C.d= Lf-d jd 
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jjt jlf jjjjj jjf -L»j Li_t 

(25:31 cyO-^K 


U^jA^J- 1 - 0 A O* 4A J chA A O l <J f 3 tA 

A A £*-* cr^ (f-^) c^ J-&i -A A A ^ cr UJ 

^ (tjA) Jj^oj jjt ^ jjl 6 liS J 2 ^ Jjt 


C>A oA- 2 


' JJ 


1 -oH c 2 A 



U“t chA A f 3 c 2 ^ cr-^ (cA^C^ J 2 ch“ cr 2 * 

J^O ^ ch“ Chi- 0 J J JJ^ -Ch“ Lc J chiiA «r^ 


(j 2 cr^b^ 
ls^ lAcA j >^ c) 1 C*A“ c!)-^^ o^/ 2 ujA 0-^ ^ 

CSjJ 6 J Jj^ A UJ^ J^ j L*J"° LT^^ *i -c* LS^^ ( , J-‘-° 

(58:8cj.;T)<=^ 




^ JLo t£ ^uf jj 4j _ji 6j jjl ^jj 4jL <__£ ^i-yJj-tf 

^L ? > 6J-LjL^ ^ ^ul 6J <_J Jjl Ljt A . . ^ . <> ,_^ (_>ol 

LS^* JJJ^ LSr' lA JJ 1 J* lA ,J ChH> ^ lsAH LS-^J-^* 

2-»j-° os H» A <_A -<=} J*o44 j 4 J- 00 O^-Ai 1 j-^ 

(111:1 -5 ojT) ^ 


:^y 


:^y 

t£j* CV 6 J grfc> oA e 2 ^ <=> UjA cA A 0“-^ 

AA J4 o^ Chi- 0 OjA <=yt ^ ^ cr^ i>A 0“* urA f <=^ 
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iJji Jj^ ls^ ^ -d X ‘d 

s_u^ J'ili ^t .j ± . L ( < S <_>uI)6jjj JL\ ^ jSjiZ <=^ s->^ 

Vlj ^jS J±Jj ^ ^ Jjl chH» 

(2:90 cyl).^ 


c?J^ cr^ UJj-f 0 ^ <J"f Jjt ^^ J-^* 

Jjt Od 3j^ ChH> UJj^^y <=■^ t-k JJ^ JJ^ 

c^L° lX CH 2 ^* JJ^ OH d*^ CH 2 ^* (W ^ cfcH 

6 J -Ch“ *h ‘4* t Od* gd e^ Jj^ JJ^ 

v_jfix. cxii ,_i ^_i ,-U ^ jjjjil^ jjf jit^ &t jlxLl SLj 

(4:150-151 cyO-^l^jj^jlu 


:^y 


X 

J4 0 1 =?4-ki <=^ lXj 1 

d ck c^ O l jjf d jj^ , - 1 -^ 

(33:57 oj).^ l^j jLu v_jlix. j ,-jj^ J±Ji 

: lUZ-tfL- X> U; J^c 7j1 

^-r^J- 0 ^ c4=^ 0 c^ 

JJ jJLoJU-Ult Js lij 1 J_oU. (jJJJCo i. la I" A bj ^jLs. ,—1—1 

,-i^ vJsj^ jj ^ y t J-a-c Loijf Lj 
f£U)£^0 -“<_! ‘L^a. t£ Lj ^tj-t ^ul c _J_j o-cLi 

(238i"14X^f7 J » 

: \Jl L-ffc/S^ 7 \j[ 6Ir'UiU 
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l£ .^JLju dJjLu 4.UI cx^lL^. jj -,_i dujl j±joJlu ^ 4_i_il 

cb^ O W jjt ^ ^ o±* ^ * J-^ 

^ ^ ^ 4-S ^ cr^ L»f c4-J cr^ 

^[jt U O^ e^ ^IH C1 lI}1^ j J ll^j ^fjJ Lj 

-“c? ^L)^ <-£ ^L^j 

:^tfl\J'l / J’tJI<ji^Jj>I^Ct 


■^.s 


Jjt OH c^i J ^ OH cr^yt CH 2 ^* O+A Jj^ 

( 6 j)4^ jJ 4^(^-o jl) -^J tji 0 a\ .j m ^ ^ U-if er\^ 

jjf L^ I J-a. 6j ^ iSjt-^Ji (P ^) 

cr^ l*H> (*-* 3*- JJ^ <=} U^i ^ L £)o3 1 - a 3 a 

Jj-^j 3^ JJ^ cr^ cr-^ O^i cr^ 

G^)f^ S->^ c=^ e^ O 1 c^-S--*-^ g-»J J-^ , - 1 -^ 
(jXJ cliL^ ^ IjA ,-LoUu 0 l^i ^J-I <-t»! j-i-oj-o 

,j-oj-o (,—jjj (J j) 4 j j^f 4^j^Lxk,-jjj J ^jLjA, j»_j 4 _^Lj 

c*J-^ J-^- J ■ ■. 1 - tVi *~Jk* cr^ JJ^ J- 3 cr<H 

(<ijjxll Sjj _lai 9:61 - 62 cj-ttl^^ju jj-<.*> <<<^ 


■.fjl j? L~f^> Ui (jl^ L T&I i ^l 

64 ^ ^x» 4-^ jlj-a 62 cxjl” 

fjldl “ci ^sjfjj_o ^ c-j oiili^o ^ ^xi ^ a°^ Jj^ ^ 

(21^120^?^ 

58:20^; ksXL 
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6 J oH c^ Jjj-uj ^ <_>ul jjt t-i-^ j^=» 

(aJ jLa-aJt Sjj_LA» f 58i20 CJ-jT),-^ (jjJ dut-yt 


J~bl —/cT^d^X? ^ ^ i I/./ lT fA^ 


l*h> 4^ Lf» tit-oji jLi»jf j<. 0 j±Ajl jlsJ jjjj 

^.ji eijtj 4^ jj (jIj-uj j£ (jj-i aLiLcu ,-jLyoJi 

ujj-^ ls-^^ cH^ -u^j 
JJ4 JJ4 ^ jjt J j LM b^) j^° j-^ i* uif ^! J 

(8:12 eijt)jj(jjj jS) jLo 


:^y 


:^y 


c^ o°t JJ^ ^ cr 1 uJ-v-^ J —^ LS—^ <^ J cr^ a°^ Oj-^) 4 -^ 
O' 1 * Jjt ^ ^j AA -x T i jjf '•^jUIjL-o ^ Jj-'-uj 
,-Ljj v_>fa-c. n.\xu iS $i f jA jj ^ l3j^ c^iili»_o Jj-j-uj 

(8:130*1)^ 


L^J 4j Lij^ J-LsjU^. cjLt ^ jt ,-J I J_2k Jjl 

jj jjJ-a CJjAt jjf -Luj ^ ^J-a Ljj j^ jf jj Ijjj 

(59:3^1)^ £ sJT Jj J 0 I 


:^y 


ii 





JL jjf f jA .J «JJ (jut <-j 

o^A-i-u IjA JJ oiilA.0 ^ IjA A , - A J_a> Jjt 

(59!4cj_»I) < _i j c-iyJ ^_jfi^. 

(jvL li i_~ < ^JyV JrV u^-v 7 ^ JrvZl (./ Li UO ly vj^ 7 £T<i ^ l Tj" 1/^ 

Ji? I^ l () lv l (jy/y vL 7 (/(//_ oj (jy^ L~ \y (f~ \y J l Zl < J* £ 

JVyL-^Ay l^v UI (X2—Lyy^Lj jl y<A (jj* t bl^ijz^lji^ 

<L- \J\JyuP*„Jyi L-<yt) l *jtL-£[f*[5^£-\s)£— l ?£ ^ Uv c^y 

(j£ - 2—yu, <y1>9 Ij 7 ^ 7 l?Zl l/* Uv l^ 7 <I(j 1/0liTLJii^Zl(/L 7 

^c^by l^it \f£-yk*x> i£ (j^J/ 

j l> 1 ^ cyi y*^_1' U’X u^. a / >^ > i^y*i y^.* y y. y yy_ ct - 

^/i^^c^i i iiu^ : -/t-^i / 'i J jU’^295-cyy^yi?^irL^^i/ 
♦ / ♦♦ ♦ ^ ♦♦ ♦♦ ♦ ♦♦ 

‘U^/’u^J^^fc^^l^iJ , > 7 ^ , i < L , i,Ly?y4i;^ 1923 (Jl £ y: -9 

Zly^y-Lyyy6ly*yy* — 

1 927 (^L uCJ li^ (^J^< L v: ^ L/3f 

1 —/(/y<A Jji Ur 0y> I (JU L Zl ^ ^yij^y 1 — k(jj$Uy[l?s. 

y c/^y l/ * (J r ^ l~- ^ ly295-A^i(J^(J L fy^^yCdS _ iyCL U (JL< L y 

—^-LLL^tyl^i—L^Ji^jL^vJ 7 Jvl^^ii^ 

- liyQr^ g)^l; IfVt/ 1 * (J l^£/1- (ji^/i 2L (y^ 
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c, «£ \ 3/ Uv LL.t>$/ X/i uT - 1o 

860^1 

L* J-^ k» cr^ k» L lH^ 


Li 4 _la_u.|i qJ Li ^in JUS U ^Lil L. __uj Cl J-LUi ^y_LuS 

^yS ^U ^ujiLa ,—S XaAx ^" ij ' -v j ^ U t| ta luI 

> ^ 

^ J- 0 ^ ki CJj-a Jlj-au IS JJ ^t-Sji j—a LS J-iJj-J 

“-^ JL Ul^ ^iL^a IS J*\j J. Jla^ Jj\ l>u 


y L cz/Jt \yt3jfj/*js l Xljjl/ly \sj c$3‘iji IWl J"! 

l^l7<Lc^U(J^(/i^lft^[PLD 1991 FSC 10] ^(jk l 4^lc;j ; b~li^-A , v> 
£_ Cv'S f.^'^y jLy*~ j 1 Ji l-i cL ^ U'' 1 u r L ^ 295- C ^v* .'*L 

j x (j-— y \y J"*L -- 1 l-v ’ LL \fi}x 

** ^ 

|</l^c;yii"lJ4^1991 tiyl30^^lp4wjr?jinyi//l 

-tfx& 

l/UUsjIj'izf -11 

Jw ^irf9ji JC— J Qj)ljL))l‘tyJl)£y u0f(j<£- 3^* & Ji 1 

\j4Jt 1 ^ i^cj W^^Vif<<£— jJ wvv jv t 

-jf £j li (j^ IjZl ^ Uv Jt/^y ^Tlf 1 /ll * i^vi I (/.AL- kzs&fcr-i Cf'U 

jt iy?is.)j£ U i— \a jt 2009 &v l y vAC J (y* 

y<L~ Sd?i ^ cf? ^ 5 k^ ^ 

Jjs*) bj [/- k^kQ 1^ d J ^ *—* 4 c{? y lC-^t u ’ ^ U (^ < y < c^Zl l/* ^ Ul/ 
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26.03.2009 

b_c i p<kL 0 (J l/_ Jy l-s U* i — /c/Tjj^ SU-^J'Scft * k-^y jU(JvL^I 

y y^/”*(/Oi* [ } '~t?y£ a ^y—1/1 j**T i/1 ^ 1^ 

j sPj&^L <L~ zCij/j hj i/o t*y (X'ji 01 v TJ^cfi,— 

^ wC"^ ^ *«^y> l/" ^ c/^ii ^ ^ ^ 

Xj\j*iJ)S^\^£$)£y')^^S[J\J'\/'\/MSf-\ii(J\!f[jP : \s> r £)\ 7L/y^(J^2010 ij£ 

cf'Ji ^—jP '6 ^S i fy^yyv 9 ^1 ^ j lj \j Li/x* 14?^ ^ 11^ 

Ji/v 4 Bing^yji J^^UMSN^->y^ ,f ^^y <yahoo<J ^jt 


y^y cf^vi 1 (/ u jj \jx^j ifiiS^- —4?yiT -i2 

^ y ir^L Zl Jr^ZlvO’ it? 1 l/ 2 ^^ \f*^j> 1 uj i 4 tj 1 C& u 1 j>£Jf>£f iy 

<£ J lA^_ IT If U> l* f L^l IVf ^ Uv ^?y^y Z-Zj^tc- 2 L J’bky >>(J;l/ ( / 

J.iwl ^y ewk Jf c^yy/< 621990 J> 

y/U j j U < 15 /1 \J IL- U^/y* tj^jrj UQC ^y^ J4^ 

£ ^y m- t£ A/iy u ^ \ j * ^ ^ ,J ^ ^ u> ^y i> i&^lv 

y *-^0^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ J ^ J ^ ^ iTj ^ ^ 

X fc?y (3->^L (/t/L;/Jy p^ i/ 1 '^J/*<L jt<k-< Uii<£. Jv^y jt 2017 


-^ifj^yc/iiubis 


(Jjy ^QQ§y.P'\^A 

^y 1 fA i/j l >Jj* f* y i— u f tfpfLP^y u yy L f J L-y^ lyy £L j ikyfjf 

— &\f\fXJtj\ i )Mj y *\ijtijX(j\j\Mj)\\f\fJ’jSA^fiJ^<^\v\£f^jf{J^f 
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l 'Sc&6 \J 1* \fi \> 1 }(/J^i ly ^ 

>J(il5lyLi(^y(y (v (j OijZl ^J 1 \nS 

jtl —ZZv £~^/^\s<C-J‘\r))f\M t \Jl<L — 

♦♦ 

I /^V I {J^J'j^L- U 1 9vZt I xJ-\fyt w^lyZ 

&tf£s S<~- i^vii Il/Zu^ </ |"l£* ^/l -14 

ZZ-y^(jF b^iijtjit,^y: ZX Zs^Lj (jy^ZvZl y Z <ZJC 9i l>Zl -J Ui1 

Zl l/^^- -^c/ y it Jy* * Zl (J UV 0 9 ^ If (X(3 ^ , Zv b>£/ 1 ^ C-C \Jj> 

ZZuJi^Zy 1 /- (J^ u Su^^yj^if 1 y~ lA£- ^ lZo’ i jZ_~ b^A> Xj^tyZZ—/ j 

^ yX- ^XZ- fc/i^ Jr* 1 UrvZl 1 */'&£}£ £- (jy^Z^ l Z 1 

i/yr ir^(j4<bJJy2l ZJSJyUU^>/(jf cZ fiJ/Jv^jZ^U 1>C J: yZ 

♦ ♦ 

Jl//v^y l^y^tZZy f/-^^tf jly^9 Jl—^f|V^ZS J^^>i*^lt^livjZllzX 


4Z Jj^ 4 j Jj J^tj_Lul ^ fj ^LO <L^j ^ J-la ^1 

j^») y-*=i( Z ^ J-^S) 3^>U( j£ lt^ U a ^ - “ J-» d -^ 
<=LZ l*h> ZLo L ,-jU. Li <da_t L£ <l£ ^ 

jjt LZ J^ Lj^ ^ ^t c^Lsw c£j fj__cu 

ls^ 4ij^ j 2 b* Z y Z^j ls-^ o 1 ^ J-^ 

=jW l>°^ <Z u’ jZ b* Z yL^jJj 

O 1 ls^* ^ cr%- ^ D-^Jj 

CJLjl)^^ c^Zk, (J^_1 ,_JJJ (J I J- 'i.C. f J. ,~w llil_Q ^_^J_I (= —UJ 

(5:32 
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L ♦* 4 ** / (* ** ** ^ 

£— \j6j if \1 oyfiJbJl'J ^C~^~ \jf&J 1 Ifl (f2—J tycsfji I zL jt 

dl 'ijs/^j2yijb) /b/U -15 

jjt <=^ i^A<i [£ jjjli j_j” J^\J*IjjI/^£4J^j lijt 

^ * > 

t^jJua LLlu^ t_» 6 j ,—JU. ,_J 3 ^ ^ 3 “*^ ^ 111 1 t]Liw L^ tilj) 1 < <> JjjJLa 3 ^ 1 La—a-J <fc_J t m __^ 

J'&J# JJ-^= LS^J c^ J* LS^ 1 

f ly iyi (j! ll^Zl (Jy l££ (f<L~ U 6 jv \J2ic— 2 —/^Kly 1 (}//i/^iJ^iS^ ( ^ 

JV&^J^^lyyirtu t/iVL/^i^-if i£*</<L/ 

(jlj lJ I (jvIJ^* 1/Uij"^- (jv l- 1 ^ 3 (jl^l >V C-^Zl 37 (J^V <Zl(^ * 

J LuAl L£ oJla_c ^ J.IWll75(2)J^ <£yf f 

ijj\jf)tjz) “if jj dlj 6 jjjjla v~~t.f-L o_ljj 

JlkZSic'lSfJlS&f 

l(jl_/JUolU (l 

ijl_(^ 

- (jl /Jor^t U 8 ^ l$Zl ^ Ji^f fv? tjfji c^£l Ui/C J./ ( y 

♦♦, . / 

Ufos/k L_b -.ijSf t>ijj U~* jy/U^d^ J ^d2 Tji 

u ^ 11 <<«j ^_uj_j ”y! 

(-J i£Zl l/ 1 Zl J'ij*£- uZl Vj^Ai i2—i)(jt iS jyiTs i 1 j^- v 1 

_/Ji^v^ii^Zlyyir 
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1 w ^295- C (j jZ_ jifjtj \p Zl 9 Zt j 1/ U 

(j y? 3j^ji i ^ <Jv iju<* i Uv i/lu Zi i^f j5^1 iZ 


Jjl t*»j li "r^J 1 ^ O-^-H ” f^\t>j\}LjX i saJ\j6C^#tf\~\jf' 

^ <=k^ jL>2 Ij-uJ JjlifvJSjJa tSj-LUJ J ,-J ti»J p-La. jk^C. Jjt ^ cU-t 

0U> ct^ Qj-^ ls 4^ f-L^ jM-* 2 -* c^ c^ O^J 2 f d-v^ 

fj_cu n..\.j.u ,Ji ^ '-r t ^ 2 J-° e^ U^J 2 '-rH^- 0 h^H J-^ - cr^ C^jjj-^ 

e^ C^ ^» - A ^ u LS^ ^ LS^* e^ jA\ ..l7j I ^U-ujI jJi «_j Ljj_^3_jj_^» 

o^j-uLjj ^ jLLuj^L 4j J j ir o^ ^Uj-uI «j li^J -,JKi ^.fjJf Ljj^ (jlxLo ^JL v_jL^Jijl 

‘» f J ‘ ^ * 0 ^ e 2 ^ LS^ 6J <l£ ,—i (^jlj <L-oi ^ 


J 


li_0_0 


ilLLo : 4-11 ^ 9 ^j) - 4 j LLoLlai O-C t-a-m j^t ^jIujAi lit f tjJt 

[PLD 2016 SC 17] (cj-j-ultj ^.t-u ts j-itl 


l^iy/295-C Jsjjf 19.06.2009^326/^ 
jjt'/if^. <L if- /l/^/^iKpw-i 

\ji\?t$y£>£- 14.06.2009 

4 ♦ ♦ ♦ *♦ 


(Given Up PW)»i/j^*<dt3ii^t^(PW-3)(3(j.lr' u(PW-2)(jt3-fVi^C^ 

(cw-i )jlj>\j£)&JL AtJ^L 

¥ " 6 

cjU/sv/l_ <Z Jl^HJ;l^iy^* fc£^(J^21 <L 

19.06.2009 jjy*L~ if ITvIZc^c^ 


-/j£— fJT [jjf/ 0 IVyT 1C (J4 l^ <L U’^ Zl r/j <ivv 1^ -17 
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-lyirUll 


-Uv& I 1^(3 kw(J fc-^li^295-C^.v J <L~ Uy£>*<^ ^cT~A .* 


(PW-1 -19 

<l- \j) i ^ jvZl i/*b t/Lci c ( p w-3) (J J * ir" u> ((P'w-2) (J (J ,J i^(3~(j t j 
-UtJ&(P\N-5 to PW-7)^lA<yycA(PW-4) J*\J\f\f(7.$\vsJ\je 

-L/Uy (CW-l)AAvAAlA^A' 


c^(J UvjZI c$/s * bi (Jl/* ^ ^ *y^y 4— 2^1 (3 L (^C* l Zl (J L U^C <£- (X > 

- (3-^(j£^-Zl<L- ALfciZ 

♦ 

y> O8.11.2010 <L ju<i &*jts (&iL &sv -21 

ijt y—y L’ l(J"y l >? - (f<J L< i—; yil ly (Jli. ^ J ‘ * L ’ J fcA 295-C 

f/f^ftj^y L— <J^f-f )614/2010 fj wf/ij^-S'i~ly- (7 f^-y 
jf\£-Q\c^#&s'<Ljy$j'i-Sj'.cL-^ ! tfifj^lr-*JjeJjljfj'J*.li374jjzXy* 

-if, ^1^2509/2010iiyj?iy 
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(J^ £** Z". c^l j (J^ L£ ^J^Jjjj} < (J^y^ 

(J^ ^ (j"yb J?!/^ yv y u ^aj)> i_ v i yy 1 wiu^*y *k? ay* -yy 

_<£ UU»^U fa>\fjMy’)i:?Aj&j/ttf&&j\,l/ 22.07.201 5Jj>* 

{J 7 bM <£— y? l"(j3i> sj U\jj \fijjS\f L fij U >—/ U- (Xt£l j I yc-c _23 

♦♦ / ^ ♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦ ♦ 

Jf-iivi/’ tlf 1/dU^ U^c ~£~!f (3 If iSbj&s# (/ ( ^/V ( V-<f~ iT/ 

(r^_Ul hy'lfSjJ’jj/? ^ 1 Cu3 ^ \y S ^ W; 1 yQ>’ 1 

(Jc^ £ wJTi {jt Jl~ l^J^LC >/*- ^ If 1/ If /c/v^ L £i iSif^> * [X 1 

iSd$ 1 ifjtf i6^ kV ki (/(,J"j y IT ^y^/c/t>' ( \J\£- J ^ J>V 

-^IrU l^J/^_,yf f(J y <Lyr jf Jy 0 

(,/jjy ^—a/ lyQ?Uj?y<L~ ll (3 it ^if^) k > - 7 - ,< kll(PW-3)(J(Jflr U4 

(jy 1^(3 t^y (/i— 

V v V ^ 6 

J — &^S?[J'ifjiy'Jji 

J'r [f L-Zl ~[j'(j 1/Jjy v// I yQ? 1 1 — 

J^iJsbtJjfiJ T^IJ^4j*~(y'lflJjiJ^ljsSfk(y(jU{J&l(J y IIJLJ~JL / ~jj£2 —/l c—*! 

Jiy 1 Jlr" £**/ y (JM IjoO yyyyjj? (/Jy? Ir^J j ^ L 

t/ ^ ^ c/^y 1 l/j y^Jy^ 

S <L/ls!<<Li v fiCL Ly i ^y 
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ji\ JtaZLZl^l'>*lZl>fZf^lzZ^7 # - <^XU'lJ^/y l y[J^ 1 4 ^^ Zi^ysZZ- 

- {fli Jf^j U l $&cl- o*^ii Ir* 


295-A ^ cZU [f'&cJL 1196 ^ JZ^ ^ ji c/Z ( - <£ o^< 

v^i (3 l?i w^c 0 {jt (Z*t/ZZZ\_^ & (bZ^ IrZ ^U 1^1 ^y'f 

kZlZZl fJT »jZjJ^ cZZl295-C Z-> iTd^l S-sb 

iJjI jf) 'Z.lyZl \)j)js^ l i/I Z- J~*Zl j IyZuZ>/*-<£-0?ZLZl j & (Zl(Jly/v 1^ 
(^y bf>?Zl w ^ 295-C cZZl 156-A > cf 

<jsj \J\j%?) ijP^S Z— Uy/Z-y? uZZ^ jt Z_ i^* j^y*- (j^31/ bZ— P\J^jt <l —<ZyZ i 
^Z^ZZv^uXzt»^^ZZ^Mui61 Jit-if-if Jr*/ (PW-7)/pl^ 
-Zlf \jjj)*-)&S ZZZ^*^f ^Z.U 156-A I^1- Ul C’ZlC*Z'v.> I Ull? £/y* 


Zl /Z^ * <-r^ l/MJ~ f U> f^Sz— z^v^ z/^i u ^ u 
-/yZ 1 ^J^Z^^^^o^^ , 4^ ,f Z^C^ , ^J^^26.06.2009 



JP^SiJytS^ 1 Z"^^*> u; L/* 9 ' , *V f LZ' ZJiZ^Z^iZZl (jyU^Z- 

vi i L^Zly Z^- DllWZ (Zl (f{j)/^^^\^>iR J? t^jij^/i jt {jyb 

— V 

iSj* U \ *Z >) h> - Ul^zZ (jPy jQl~ b'j) uy Zl zL t> y U bZ^ ii i 

)cJ Uy^* lc^iZ^i^uZvlZ^l(j^ 

j\}> r xr' Z lyflj'f/ Jt UP ofj\'f^P Z~ S^^pi Jw I V- / Z" 

-^_Lj 
£ ♦♦ 
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-i/'Usybti'jj &js)£.y'(Z— [y 
++ *+ » «♦ 

j/jv0il(PW3)(j(j^0il(PW2)(j(j^V9^c/</i^v>J^>^l^l ,28 
£) JOh^U^UjIZI 

t/uy? ukc-t—i jtMxfdt? ^ lA 

cL 2 C b 1 Jf $ iyC'Tojt y J^-y 7 1 icz- ^kylLijU/j}^ k?jj^L 1F l R it Sc- &>/* 
±j9>L-\f (PW3)(j(j^Uil(PW2)(j(j^V^lr^orf^c/ , >36^25(Jli 
\jq zL tL-jS ir \$j5sf£-jb 1&-" I \jt \?<>jfjLj / <z r ijjiy^ij^kJ'tjy fey *1 \J L iJj^ [yl&liS 

4 *» 

y >i/y^ t/V t If U , y\f J^Vc^ t U Zl ^ L l/^ 1^ hi. fe jfVlX* 0 ^ (3 l/tfi IS-'' 


L*H> u^- 0 LS-^ UJ-t^ J j JJ^ cXH^ i5j -^ dU (j-i-o" 

CfcH> UJ 2 ^ J - a - a -° l*H> c^ JJ J j~ a ^ 

* * ^ 

< _ C uili ^ CJj^J ^ 6 l>^ c^ U^b-^ LS^-^->-^ J 

0±* Jjj - LS-f* LjU. 

a La-LU-a j^l <Q^t_»_o SLo-lu-Q- LS^J L^~° ^J>3 *-! (j^ ^b” 0 ^ — -^ 

b^f?* *4 j 4^ Lr*^ ^ ^ 

s4 ^ <=* oft* 1 ^u. u^j o±* 

Cj^ ^ 6 J C=^ UJf l*H> £-*-<> 

^ <aUl^l jjl cjJ-o Jj CjL ^1 ^ cr4J cKfV (_5“<^-‘- u 
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JaUJt nA.iu 4^ Jjf IjJ > jL-ojJ ^3-ufj-A jL_ilj_£ 

Ci-jt^-tL / ^£jtii J^ ls^ 4jLju_ujl Jju ^ ^yj\ - IjJ <JjLu 

> * t: 

0^4^ U^J J O 1 CSjtfc* LS-^ O*^ jb-^ 

J_o g-<-o jk^Lui cSjU g_i jt t ^ ^L^j-J cJ J- 2 

<_! ^)-i-o , 4-c jJLo L>ciLjl j-j-i-o O-^J < _^ ^jLj t— lu j_^ 

L^-° ^ j4» J^ <=*4^ J4 o±* ^ C^j-i 

jjLu iaLiif jjL& t J) I■»'» a ( _^ ,i!4£fe ' ^-v a -•• i j ,x g_i 


j ^ •»' 

jjt o4-° Jj e4 ^ JJ^ o^- 0 <rr£ CKfV 

^ cr^ ^ O^Ji UJi fb 2 ^ 

jj jj_L Jalc. ^jjla ( _ a jI_o ^ul ^ - > . ft ^ <=^ L>“\ er-f 5 ljAH 

L*H> g-OjI-O ^ul Jjf (Jjj LS^- 0 0^4^ ^ ^liljLol -L L-ul-flj 

o[ OH ^u - agJ j ^J-o ciUal^ g_LU c 4>^ 

4^j ^ ^IjUi iiUif - ~ t - A | ^ u JJ^ cj4-° UJ-4 J 

CJ-t if\.jJil (.£jlij t-ij^ LLoLlu K CJ-t j jjl ^yJjx. e^ cr^ 0 

U^Lf* U^J J ^ ^ 4»t lH4 

0^1 cjJ-o -<^f4» o^Jj ob^ C-^ iL - : = k jJ ^ <_>^ 

4»J^ ^ L*H> -oH U^bj cr^ f-M (J-i- 0 

ls 44 ur^ oW =4^ cr^^J - LS-^ ^ c^L-^ 

^_ui^ ^J-0 - J^L Jl ^jJl^s C^j[<JL ^ ^ f-LuZ ^yut 


^j-oMujI flyJ u jj Jlij ^j-L* JJ^ cAH <jt-M^J 3 ^ ' 

4U f g-t ^jJ-Q g-J-U ‘Lik J gj JJ jJj Li g—l-U e " ) t ^_t I *'t 

iiUJf ^ 0 L ^ dJb LS l»_j ^_jLi^ ^LyJf jjf 

<aUi^l - OJ j LS ^-u jj ^ c=* ^ c?j^ Jt .jv..xrt,^if 

t * (j jli_o Luf ^ g_ojiLa jj^ ,—i 61 j^ t-i-u-jt jj^J ^jii-Jjjl 61J-^ 

J 

"<=> jJ-*2 ^ 6j^ILo 4^jjJ^ 
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** V 

J^i/^0[ / LU’iSu'!c^ l ^'/l4.O6.2OO9^)j2-^) 

/16.06.2009^i_(ilP-i»i/w^?')ijijc^ r L^(PW3)(3lj>H<(PW2)ijij 
2_>4,l5? ? J u: ^^_i!)ji/iX£.i_^ii»jwfl9.06.2009^16.06.2009-Jj 
£-l?iS £j-’FIR yt'£__ U^i"^--c/-); J* b-'* 5bey 4'*by2— yb2— o 1 ^^— 1 

f*bi yjl^ yy 2 (X «sJI> 2_ (J^j ^Ifi S— j\‘f ijZ tzf* i J\ - 

2-->M S' [1995SCMR 1369] ^^bj^jl^ ./ji[1978SCMR136] 

» _;,_*iCb (jy2_ L U/2) if Jb'by'i y~? 1 

c c ~ t 

c^v 6* i> lToV t>? i^—^ (3 1 i7 

L L (* * — 

/l £-few l/Alj^fybA FIRt/^-f- dwbl* (JilSi'ljiJsh'l i-f&r.b/t > tA 

♦♦ »♦♦ 

ii 9> r b* dt ^ (3^r ^ 6 ^^ <zi f i r 

ifrj/yl& jt c/t/M2004 SCMR 1185] ^lY^d ( ^ ( C^^J^ -^ 


60>*»2lFIRJ^/L^l7^a^-^/iJibV>^^[2012 SCMR 428] 
y \yt jtf/ > i v(J^ j\£\(J\ (JAAW^J Jjy^ * i/U^ lr(J^?y U<^_ £iCu^ jt 

V ** ♦ 4 ** ** 

t£^ Uj? ^ SSC^ '$'£—> wX J ^ 04^2 l^fC^ tfj'j ,Ay l^l 

4 ♦♦ 4 V 


zL —/ iZl 7 l^y 





l^l/y [2010SCMR 1997] ^4y^by/^ >- 6/ if \>L.}<$» \f^j>\ J-^ 


6 1 i* yji b i_^y & w 2 f i r * is- i ^jy 

2i»l£-[/*Lby tv */2 t7iy 

71/y [ 2010SCMR105]dl^g^bdUy^/ ->> fe_df2_2 
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ft-tMf 1 J? S'.L l*>-f- jtfJP'jJi Ifjtr t/l \>g- ^\f Ji&'ijtifsj 6 j>&> 

(/tf^(XwClc^l/^(j'&WI^FIRJ^_l/J^cjU^li_(PWl)yl/^ 
** ^ ♦♦ ♦♦ ♦♦ 

(3/(j^(ju^4 ->i/^ij^»j^ijy£f-4i 6i ^lT ‘S j uif( pw2)(3(3 

l£/&l(/ tf/lfL-J l(Jbv<L 1 1^1/1 

^<(/(PW3)(j(j^l^>(/!-L^J'^^U^l-2l^l(/c.L^ 0 &^^6^ ( 
♦ ♦ ♦ ** 

♦ 

iTiTc/^ 

•/<(/!0^1 Jfb&jibbf 

i~(/I(^(Examination in Chief) &Wdy^f»-0’(J&jZdUJI}l'£iJ'hJ'£ 

CJUlbLy'J^JMijZijfi\£*sl?j3 (j£l {fljjJL <L- ly!jjt!<£~ FIR [f'LJ< PW1 /vlv^ 

^l(PW3)(j(3flrlf(PW2)(j(j / Jl^J x l/i^(y((J^(Examination in Chief) (jl£l 

J^i\J bjl &j£f*jt (Jj if 1 Zl £_~j £/ iU’l I (jl/lji)^) (J (J 

^ ♦ 

<3 3 ,H(PW2) 3 3 ^V/i/ ( tiu i_ t/( ^ ^ 3 - \£i. >?.*■{/■ j&Jj, \ i 

♦ ♦' ' ♦ ♦ ♦♦ ♦♦♦♦ ♦♦ 

^ 1 ijj tj i ^ 7 * /»£— u 1 * Z-( 9 J (3 c^l ^ K pW 3 ) 
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~‘.<jt<L/ 

?ijjL-Ur%MjZ^jl£^?3/j£c& (i 

? {jf)£y*{j/{jf{j Li c^iZ 1 i-J l£^l Kb Zl U (*7.£-j i yQv i ( ^ 

it 

?y*t,i)7<^u>it,i)c)/j?£ / &tji/jCi/J?i (> 


(3(3JWPW3)(j(jcHji-i/iu^;>'irK^FiR j^-i/Vtu/tiu^^vti/ 
J^ L* J j IjyC’ /; (J y3^; 1 33-' -^r* i— G L*'—3/-* ) 3 3 cGG. /; 1 (P W 2) 

l'l?i_ofl/l/dUji(Examination in Chief) 3 | >-. | ^Ui- , <L(PW2)33 J[y 

u^u 5 -y^(/ i L(/Jc;h»^^>?^L-(3i>4)iX^i(PWi/yi>C«KiYi^(3yiy(3i/' 
j3 I 'Ac (£>> ( PW 3 ) (3 3 , H C^< (3i/ (/( PW1 /X;4c £ )flkAG b" 6 1 (/<L 

(3^.ii-ii_(PW3)33fH-t3^i?;3j^^.y3(J^/ i4^2009i_i/‘>/£(3ife 
—;K?) l'iL'-/i3jijilj^- 1 JWG-G 5i/?i_ iyGG/3-i (Examination in Chief) etU 
i_ii_( PW4) l f > iJ-£.,*Ss 0\>7&^7^6>L^ J^-Mpw 1 Cl/ 
«H(PW2)33 (Examination in Chief) JlX-.ly'U 

x4<l_ ((j^> , cc^?((^iy^:^)^ti^>/(3yi?9i y*(*(si/Oj/ : ')33(^ < l^^PW3)33 

(3f£I J Ir i_ I <L (PW1) J I y*c & fikJ&S- l K C_ ((/ ^ l £. 4_ Afi17 i_ (jV f 


25 



(3(3^^(PW3)(J(JfH^U ^(Examination in Chief) 


♦ ^ 

K&f/lJ^)(j(3c/^^KPW2) 

** L (, ' ** L ' 



/j,jcjui_pwi S<z.f\/\*eLd't-Jl2Cj:i& i^Z/J^i-UV 1 -33 
^Ui— PW2-£?-*£-.o</M 00U^'/.' 1 

JM 0^2000 jlj/UcJUi_PW3-£-i^.-c/Vll 000 Jits&ijlf/l) 
ui-£^L&tft/>VU?250£L-200l.//l>J[ : .j-PW4'>lk<£fJt£>j'>' 

-1/* (3 li' I ^ U 2i (J ll/'iJ'Ut 

i-PWU^^J^ii^l-^Uj.Vl/'/jZ*vl/t£i Ji/ZO^CJisji -34 
(PW2)-£?<U*V^5*^(J^> 7 I > C? i ft I i_j \?S\ 
to d^« 4_ (PW3) i/( 6^ ( (/•/-/ 

J. U 6 ft i J i//l u ^ 4-(^-k 1 1^4_ (C W1)»i/t^u ^ t wX5 c/t/! »)* 

lteL^44_(PW2)jk^i/uJ^iili^^(/6ftiJi/^^^yiXiyi -35 

^ l"-Uy if li £ (J l/6 ft 1 ii• Xi?'/L ^ ^ 4_ (p w 3) -ft 

2i/250^200[;7^-^l/6ft , ii | /^V-' l Ki? l - r l:Jdkd5»£^4_(PW4) 
l^iQf 6 (JJift 11 Jll/j>tyCCjl/j $:I <L (PW1) yl^s &jZ- l?S if li 

- ^ U> ft U £- cJ l^/'i^'ijt ft * 
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Jc- ' yU <£l IU ej/y 6ft 1 Jif/jif Jrl,/^ |/<Lu>(/l .36 

^ | #♦ ♦♦ ♦♦ ♦♦ 4 ^ ^ 


&£i Jlf/jlfj’U'ld l^/l/l. (PW4) ^ t-£. J« rfJ),)L.'fj- eJsJtef 

♦ A 


L 


iJ '4-r 9 - 7 ^ ^ 9 - J ^ Z~ ( P W 4 ) - 1 j [jj U D jj^ jj i ijf )) £_, 


Lli/14.06.2009(3~(^t7ii^^(JJt/*)(J^(/ 

-iJ^/l 6.6.2009(J^—/l<Z-<£. ^4^U^b(jU(jUijZl^<> ; r(^<2— i\*f^&j£\f 

l~U- LL UL? —A Zl £/0>*<Z1 fIR y4 kL-jk2*st£/j/'j"Js U^C -39 

c3; ^U>*Oil cT ^y :y(i",L>pl^c^V FI R ^ ^(J^i "Zl FI R 

♦♦ ♦ y / ♦ ^ 

jiy/ki/'y du i_ii_(pwi) 

y (pw5) \j^ji~ (fS d j - j r j r' ^ ^ y y* d y y ^ 1 y f y y i/ 

y j^^i/L- Jfls rlk if i/^ZXExh-PA)k^(Ayjy )j£-\J\ijU 

-t/^0>*l^(Exh-PA/l)FIR 


27 



CULLi jt t)U£1 -40 

c— j- 4 (/(J^S / (jtfi/(^L'«i_ (j'lyj'^Aje/Li jOjjZI £,j? J'(i—(PW-7) u r L^ 

U L_SI” 19.06.2009jC.>4_(/IA/ 

t/ly^>^3l^iJ0W( > ‘L"<LCi?^ l t r c/iC£_^L 

(/((/ c, t U I <L (PW-3) vj I (P’W-2) j U >/•- tj*£2£jZ) 0\>-» 1 & 4- 

** ^ ^ . *♦ 

/L/J^^tUi_li_(CW-1)y } l(PW-6)X^-l4^l^i3yyi_^i_lL(3l 

■J/T' (PW--6) 2-i IS- L l?c_ jv 6; cj?6^ Aji^JIS:WlAi^i L .L d< 

iSO' L ^ - f^U U 4 l? uOa 4 L f/j.’ U 1 1 / 4 I i l£~-i ^ l 1 ^.’-l.’^^l/sl*^ 

- If ci-’ [j l l/'iSjyt ^ li 1 (J^— 

/fA’ijt Jy* -Q U^(j<L~ >^bZl 1 */J$ 1 

yi^ <354- -£ (j-^ ^ jJ c^< lA ^^LbkifijsAii i^k-j? 

(^/ * si (/0>r fc/L^ ^ J fA’ijt Ifjty U [/ • kj5 J^TU — / 

(Jv lie k^ 1>LP*(J^ c/t/I‘ (J- k Zsjy^SCAijAljt k^^(Jc-C (/"CU 0 7 9>”b* 
[PLD 2002 SC 1048] c^lYl^S^y<^ <[1995 SCMR 1345] ^l^b^y 

4 L ** * 

m ♦ 

^'LT^J^i-/J^l^i-iji6ft'l/'/4_( c W- 1 )^i-A3i(PW-4)0^1-/ 
(£w- Kb ^ j^J? L ^ C< t/c/* (?• J ^ * c/LJb^- C*^" If ^ Ltf 0? L /* 
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Jj S Jj lI (X? JlJf 1>^4, ,/V> l-<y-v^Wi £/ 

}.\y^L~ \j*S£— \5 ji / > f\u~ u^lf * - y^ & * i— j i y' 

s-rjij# (L~yt Z —LjIJ^ 

J JI ^ 1^ ^ l^i t l^i (jy iv J L^* (f ^ ^ Jj U Jv>3y 

Jl^i^L Zl>x i~ JyJTj /Vl/* i/^Sy z — ocj^jL f\~ J* (j^iix_ tjjc^fi i (3 y i?lT 

•/*- ijt^i Uo-iCyl^v;|j\(J* l/j j? ly*^ G*tX^l/”*-.y CXl/* 

[2016 —~-' l ..',^ b -.> ; i^y I'tf L -’ JL 17 ^- LC ^ cJC^^lf 

(ji4/c1[/< [2016 SCMR 274] c1'Xv)ld^>^rfey , ^ l d^r c!t ‘ SCMR 1144] 
£tyX/[2011 SCMR 1233]j^C£fe[^£^[2015 SCMR 155] ^tVfe 
[2006 SCMR clX^i^^("bclXv)Ciy^U-« [2009 SCMR 985] c^U 
[1996 clX^^lybcll^/y^ [2008 SCMR 528] c^lybX J iU 231] 

-SCMR 188] 


62 ^ ^jJU J. f jl«” *Jjl37 J?A<C-\984t/j)jT&jtyJ&J u-t/ -43 

Oliita-c- ^4 L^4 4li*Lo Jjx- o±* L^bjj^ CSjt^J-a JLit Ltf 

^ 4> jL J ^ .oJfc J ^g-LU^ ,—UI j L^ t 4_J 4_^ <—4 t y—o 1 4_J J JA j»_t_£. 

,—jjj jA^i"4 jL lL^. I Lt Lg _mf L { _4 tf Lf <J_usa L^k. j_«_i ^ 5k c j_c j cj_»Lc.j Lf —>-ij£ 

<UjZ j A A. i » fjla 4 ^ L ^ ^ 4 j^ jLL ^Ij ^ LS-^^JJ^ 

1 » l*H> lS^JJJ^ (XjLw c-Lt 4>j J-*4 ,-f ,-jj^ Xsljlc.1 4_£ JA .-J-cutlo 

.“if ^L gj ,-j-o oiuAa ^ jv-coi 


lji$£ijhi if l JJ jt £/Zl -44 

^ ♦♦, X. 

^jLL iL-fi,—/(yQ?Llyk_j1;l/^JyLil(3yr* 
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bJj[£ iS^y*2— bj/J* \&j i \j^ji iC^if if 

yyjl^ijyu/L~ szZ- — f&6 \-45 

** 

^ / ** ^ it ♦ 

-1/"i/L^v ^>lT lA ^ Xi? ^ lT 

-t-if&jTjrfal S 

^ij uyjj^u S<yiu *yi— u c^iji^ijt y^/i -46 

f><y!: C l J>\Sj ijfk tof c^U ^ M J 11 fe- If l£ 

< 4 . Xs< Ir y ii L c—J't <-& (/\f52—* 99jG_ fctf y* ily y'*^ foi/ ^ 1&-" IJ>?1 l 

J2018 SCMR 1 

1987 SC 250] c^lv^l^^b/^( 
-(/(j^Jyiry!^/ 

y y Jjt c J±* oW ^ ^Lojlo ^ ^ <U-<-J ^J.0 <£ ^ i=Ll_£ 4_»” 

cjW Jji c^JJ 2 JJ Lj J 4^j ^ gj S d> crJ b c-*J-f 

uu^du£(PW-2)trkifiV> k>\ j»Cl'i>ffl(\)\L^\sjtfJ “jj_, jU.^ 

lf<“-c* b L. . i , ^ JJi jjl jJ blSi jjjjl <_> 4i J=ii <Lj” S<Z- 

iji u^s >u” y/!u^(Pw-3)t3(j>H-^ Ji^sptriC'7’ 
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Ji ^ ^ ^ <L ^H- ut JJ^ <-£ erf 

A <=A^ lA c^ er^ ^ ^ 4 ^ J - ut SU- u j-a 4<^ g-J Jalc. ^ 4-1 jjt Lft tjJ tj S fa. 

SJiyt? ~“oJi ^ f-lj-ll J4 ^ ^ ifLui at. A MIA (j-J-o ,—co 

Ju(jj-o 4 ^ ,_i Ulr jjj_o ti^ <_»” IJ? lA1Uk (P\N-3)dAcu/j, JlyUTf 

JiUif ca-colj fcfjJ C-UJ 4li ^ ^jJ ^jJ <±J-ul ;Luw <Ujlo ,-j Jjj-o jjt JjJ 

ju<i^u £J<L(cw-i )jtj)iJf 1-.“^ ^ 

jLt_ojJ jl ^.-.Ui 4 2wJ ^1” ^iAib^ljUA-l / 

^ cj^f^ <_A LS-^ ■ * -Lh b ^ (3 > 
-J^- 0 ^ <*j2j '-r u = k Lf* J 4 (killa)j^jf JAJ t-uj jJ LjjAJ (Jj-o” 

^ ^ LS^ d - > A 7 L*H> '-r t ^ ‘ A lA JP^L=>. cA O^-* 

lA AH' lt*^ d U \J$4* JA cA U^*J^ lA JJ 1 ^A- 0 oAj ^ 

“Jji <l_^j 


iScjujCjuiyU*! & i jyk cAAjk b 

C C 

Jlfjtf&Z A^ — &s b'i/iJ—C/ iij~£~y j is^Lzl i Xs< foCfok |^jt Jl^y 

k_^-> jaf^y^A ^fujil {j L iAi 0 1 yjj l/i jA ±S>y t {5 IfJsJk y*y )>j i AJj i 

'•Xa ^ (J c3 c/X *y lX— y*cA y? 2 5^- 3 0 y ^ /> ^ u -1 i^c 

t>?w-. fe5v / Uvc^ry^ ^ (C W -1) ^Ijru L^ 

</i i-il^J S^kiA FIR X>7-^ 1“/ jPlF£ iif 


b^ J if if 1 (£tf&: It// k. t rfffi/j^S*- Jr*lJ^Jfl ^ - 48 
yjJ L uJ^Zl |Xr fAijt 6bjA( l/ s-’Ak Jy (Jvi^J J^l^U lA 

(Jj AI7 * ^ ^ ^ ^ iffj^tf Al-J\s£- {'Aijt^jSs J iiw l/-^ l“ 
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J S*S (fx (,/l<^_ i^(Jj l> ^d y IT ijy* l ijj Ijf 'hpj \S 

"a proof beyond “kJ'&.bJyis\)l »-£-&>/’ZL 

jtf"a presumption of innocence" “(j^4~ reasonable doubt" 

Ji^l JvIV'^LL^ ^ (jul—iS” A^C^If 

( Jr*D (j/j "/ “0^ ^0 J, M Ji'ilj ^lu^j dLi” i^( J^Oii/ji^Jdy IT 
<d5~dj- I^Z^Ui (J^UZl &ijr) 

“j± jj jj ,—lu ^u-iii j dLi»”J^I 


(3 l/ifi IP I ijtjtfu ^ iy/fy^ijOtC- S ‘L ki (j?£^ 

<^L Zl (/V^^iOkZi £L\g 1>? Jyf 

l ij J) y^U~ £—^(Jv <>if y(/v j-^ifyz bj L jjb ! (J U >/*- <£_ 

Zli—/Zlsc (ry^ — ]; 5 t Zll v > /^ t — 

Zll kJ& BiJiJy: 2fCj) l?ZL L ^d L l/2Z,r IP lAL^ o;j/(|c/ioL^ c/yJ^^L 
IrU uCu^ly ylizi^ J^Zl U lsJUj^ e/t/f ~f- fooP iZ^c^y f 1% (/ji^lZl^/b 
[2016 SCMR c^l^y^/< [2016 SCMR 1617] 

[1992 ^lyfkUjU/J^ [2010 SCMR 1706] c^l 019] 

,[PLD 2002 SC 1048]^L£k 1 5l^l^SCMR 2079] 


: to>Ss ±c^J< S^i^y^d ^ Z 

j^LU jj ojISI Lj h -Llo^ j±L ^ j-* ! j-I O^-V’ 

eA 3J^ S u* cA eAy <=~ UJ i S-*-*~- LU ‘ ^ cj-^ 
jl Jjl ^ o* 1^*1 cr^ ^ jf jl Jjl fLS 

ChH» ^ SM-Z ' * ■ ■ > j_J ^ Jaj_o ^ 

Cl ft t—LS J J j cj I 4 (Z £_>“ I ( (As-A ' ^ o '—*J- 1 ^ ^ ) 


,49 
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Zl (Ju (Jv^lJ^Z _50 

I* 1/ /\J hi i <y l* 4 f L jj [ /f*V f/^r* L~ \y {/Ijj /1 f'Jj I <&/-£-Iff LjjI /^V f/j/^ 
i)$s jf’f/Zif < y (J^r^L /jff/if < jt <L — & [fj Uf )y/ i/ft-y^ lr f l f{js. ^ l iji 

-Ifc_w/Us~ 




„ u* kfj&JfL 11 > M?L- 0 J li tfj \$ I (jf 


g 

g 
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'• & lf 

S~ lyi l^iiL O^i-Jg: ^ 1*^'/^ 

^Oi/y/{f^\jii^\^jt/\/J^L^jt 
(/l>^l^X^/l4.06.2009^ < L^»/^r , ^^ , >C!? , (3(j^"9^ -2 

c I V ♦ ♦ *♦ 

o4 ^fL J.j> Ij< i-x £. ( C. f u l/i/i &\p„ i L i f<* fLCf tT(X<?)U15 <>. u£ (/V 
(/l?-^4 Ufilfiij T/^<l J^? y <£— fyujt )ij& J^> U^ bS‘*u^^ J(* (Jtl 
295-C (jc^Uv <^?y^l£Zl l/i^ Zl c/L£^ Jt^-I i-uflx^ y £--* z_/ 

^b"&W | ^19-06.2009^B"326Lk(-Tjfwi | ic^1860-./t | l>1;^ 1 // 

2_ (./ l/l ^ ij U *- i— y I y^i* L^ly^ ^ ly 1 L l/VC; f l£ I (J<£_ (*■ U ti'jf'ij l£*‘Jj? y I y^c (0 /f ll^ 
^ U? 1 ^ wC^_ 3.*^ lijiljC 

■£- i^V ^^ ^^ L- ,C^~ Jv l> l^l ^ -‘ 1 ^ t-* ^f''^— 

ij-s C't^iS u^i/^t;'>''u |^ l' 1 i ^ i-' ^—n' u- ; ^ ^>-v? i ty y— 2— 

£i_/ t K??!')llJ^i?^(i^2l6WI2ljfi3Tw4'l/ 19.06.2009i_L^y(iC- 

^ly/295-C^i_^U|il^lr'jl^J-b/?ljd%t^^ [ >li^^JW | -2U : ^ 

♦ 

<T~2 y^.i"? 1 ^* iJi^i^j ii^Cv 1 i£-i^ir ^ u? j ~ ifj&^ 

Si&'IZ-x2-fjtii£L-fJ^"^/i)}tu:dy£zL->kL-t£JL342j>S 1898 
jj y a»u> i_ i/i-U'ji^iy i/'i/i- (^O)i ^wissL 
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\JQ)\ijj»~ Su^UJiS^^ tj Ik '<~ r -bs * 1/3 (y 7 :£_~i (JU k-ik^.c^Zl340 (2) 

it * ' 


t\'/<JL &&A l &\j-f 295-C 08.11.2010 ^J^/jl/ { J?l <L 

^jy*S‘tJ^blfjc i/i— l vTJj? (ji \y {SL -1 >?<L~ iv^Tli wJTbi ly^/ Li IL 

/Lj?! ijjijrJjtjyil) ^/(jL^ii <x ct ( - if v£ ( y if^ (J^ 

♦ L / *f ** / J* *$ 


/^U^^JL|c;>)jJ > lj^c^Uwj l i(3^lit/^t/j/^ ? 4-vi^2509/2010 


4/201 o 

16.10.2014 if 


y Jf.' i \X\£jj i ff /y ^ ^ Jfy 1> Iry ^ 1 (3(£ 1 2 — 2— /''c.v i j" 

22.07.2015 ^J^d^yli^U^UU-l/jL^!j^lf(/eO 

-ifiSd*/^ 


jf.y'J'JL {—\fUdy\fjfj i ;l~(Ji ii_i> -3 

Zl (3^v ui^ ^ ^ 9 ^ ^ 

^i-^uji^j^i>^^ii/Lr^>^^yZL-Lr^iL^^>Lr(Pw-i)j/ 
ijfj}\yZ l~_U/^v/L zLb<L~ijtfb iZl^t£-"I iZlv h(j l—^l/jLO \Jf\)j.)jL 1 

U Ijjff ^ (J i ki (J^ll*i(^5 ( J-’ If^lC fj L—^ l7 

^Li^7^[2004 SCMR 1185] 
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i^(PW-3)(3(3flr^i((PW-2)(3(J / JU > (3^(jL \flLjz 1&-" 1/ (Jv^ b 0* f 

J^i 3 u* * dd—<£* J! ii^Zl iy /C^ irJtff 2—MijfijZ ^ \j6 iS^s ir^'d^i 

J2008 SCMR 

P.Cr.L.J. 238] ^lYk^0^V l 
f 2016 SC 17] 

Ir ^JU ()U>.l('lJ ) l j/kfe j'/^jfrJV: j Itfv l/ 

lO ii^Zl I SiS ^ l/ 1 (£* ^ 0i < t^ t-/l/ t£-" l> 0 Ifj^j 

& I??) ii^zl v i >Qv u*^ i^ i uA/#. j u (zl v < ^ id l/< 

Jl^y^ly -5 

^l~cTJU (/] l~/j^t/U J?r^ j\f^J?£ kJ^Slr'd^-J&'Z' ^■■l f Sy^i'^‘4 l 

Ju^jV^iUi— iJ’LIjJIs’H' 156(2) J.' S6 J -' , U> i— Urf' (J~ 
<£. fc-c^ it c, t U £.L.>g- u/U lT (P W-3) (j (j, Hjj I (PW--2) ij d J 

ctl'U <£ (PW-6) j^-V t ((] u=ii) (//fe c^>i (CW-1) uij)ij/j>t U <£ d 1 ^ 

y^'-, i j I''Cv 1 *'-^— l£-* 1 J"i/" L - J *' J -i / 1 1/ 1 if (Jd* * - o' d< did” ^— 

£♦♦♦♦♦ w ♦♦ 

cCiy^JvOil^j^Z— (jff(j^lj -6 
ijf'iJjJc^> Ui (/^i£ Jd? l~<^_ U (j!r 1&-" I <j£ ^ I\Jjf^bfJ >?l 

L * * ' / 


36 



1978 SCMR 

SCMR 1365] ^U£b 

^ If Su ^ *> U A> (J2r Ji * - k ^ ^ * -^li? Oj * L 

l^CC ^ bV 5-^ (Tvi < c3 j t/ \jij<C.£ hjtij U 9 )/)j & j c^Zl (j^ Uf iki U 34 2 ^ j I 
♦ * *+ 

j/^l^^i^^^Ll/^bil^li^(3p^L^J'^(/(PW-3)J(3^^l(PW-2) 

2_2 Uf~ifk—^c^L//(jU cf^ ^*U (jl/^3! (1^*21 

J?(S'i/u U>/<L(/l ^ i/l 21 jv£L v J 2 ly jOC (j^iOijZl£/ jtVcj Ul/* 2 l 9 \ff\j£ ^ 

\f^7. J —;<y" 

* t£-- 1~ (Jj^I j£st~ Uj£ ^ U (Jc^ lrvl£f(ju<f 9 /> £/1 i/I J^L- 

ijL\Jl —J^dJy dJ)ld/(jiliJ'lJ^(Jll/t£~ 

^ \jt M ^sy\? S^ ^ tff") -7 

tjt I fshL-\Jbs^ytij* (PW-1) jM)S.)j<£~ ijl^lrvl^1 

^l>t!?0ibi^<2l(£^)6^<J</^/ 09.06.2009^^21;^ £L^J2lclV 

i— ^j''*/ ju*>';f i—/i_jl^l i^ob^ii-ly 
^y>Ai_(PW-2)(3t3JU'.LjcJUj tS 21i_l}/^T|3fu4'l4(/19.06.2009 

14.06.2009 

19.06.2009 

ClUt^l(/L^y^^i»^l)ly(/i^/l/i_(PW-3)t3(3^Ujc;Uj 1 ^iIl 
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^ ♦ 

3 (3 (pw-4) <L (pw-2) 3 3 

(pw-3)33^w(pw-2) 

19.06.2009^ 

3 1 i/i— (PW-5) i i^j u S*H 3>o 3" ji^'i 

/l^U^ , ^(^(PW-6)i^l»^A l c^3 J -Vf((3^ | )3^4 £;, ^-t r 60>'l^f 

t/oji in'-y> i ^3'^ i ji 4_>(/i ( p w -7)>^i \J‘&- Ji- J?St-^ 

<i _ /jlfiS/j^SSS^l- Sij&j^tylliJlIjftl _19.06.2009i_ 

S^i— - ^-^>o j y S*Si SStt' 1 w '^ S~ u.* i c < .*-''3t' 3"'i> tv r 1 ^-‘-/^ 

JL- .j^lr -jLSS?*^- S- 1 ^ 1 d^- 1 

sWZ. I^U<L (^ L/w^cJU S / (/0Vlrff(/' (CW-1 )»|/ S'MJp-ftJ-J* 

/ 14.06.2009^y^U^(/ii_jiXi? | /tt;3t4_ ( / [ -^^l.^4^^iJte 

** ** 6 ♦ ** 

19.06.20092l(£^)6P: | 3 | /'i-j6^ , lC 3l ^ l ^^4_ t /i<uOi/^i6f'>?i.i 

33' , * j f^4 l ^4_^ i ‘^Ss ^ -1. l S^H 3 o ' ll £b 1 ll ! i-'^L i-d S^S 0* ^ ? |X 

: L.’ U- ! U ^ i L J - LI ^ _-' uSu 0- J &l- J’U 1 'III- l£~- 0? I SSi J) 

* If 

Uh> oJi u^- 0 J> uJ-f^ J j jjf cXH^ ^ <j-±-° 

ChH> UJ 2 ^ <A C^J-^ J - a - a -° Chi- 0 c^ JJ J 3-° ^ 

* * ^ 

c _ C uiLi ^ CJj^J ^ ^jjj 6 l>^ <A ChH^J-^ J-^i J 

chF^ -° Jjj cA Ai^- 0 - LS# LS 2 -^ cAA 

a La-LU-Q <Q^t_»_o aLo-m-O- (> _j-^- 1 j 'jjj chi -0 J>3 *3 4^ c^ 

b^f?* ^ J-fc» O^jJ) ^ ^ tL^uf 

A SA ^ <=* U>v-^ ^U. lA^ A O l A Chi- 0 

cJ^-° ^ LS^A a J cA (_A UJf Chi- 0 J-* 

^ 4jUl^f Jjl cjJ-o Jj cub ^1 JL c-Lu ! _ J -u *jt_4 
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JaUJt nA.iu 4^ Jjf IjJ > jL-ojJ ^3-ufj-A jL_ilj_£ 

Ci-jt^-tL / ^£jtii J^ ls^ 4jLju_ujl Jju ^ ^yj\ - IjJ <JjLu 

> * t: 

0^4^ U^J J O 1 CSjtfc* LS-^ O*^ jb-^ 

J_o g-<-o jk^Lui cSjU g_i jt t ^ ^L^j-J cJ J- 2 

<_! ^)-i-o , 4-c jJLo L>ciLjl j-j-i-o O-^J < _^ ^jLj t— lu j_^ 

L^-° ^ j4» J^ <=*4^ J4 o±* ^ C^j-i 

jjLu iaLiif jjL& t J) I■»'» a ( _^ ,i!4£fe ' ^-v a -•• i j ,x g_i 


j ^ •»' 

jjt o4-° Jj e4 ^ JJ^ o^- 0 <rr£ CKfV 

^ cr^ ^ O^Ji UJi fb 2 ^ 

jj jj_L Jalc. ^jjla ( _ a jI_o ^ul ^ - > . ft ^ <=^ L>“\ er-f 5 ljAH 

L*H> g-OjI-O ^ul Jjf (Jjj LS^- 0 0^4^ ^ ^liljLol -L L-ul-flj 

o[ OH ^u - agJ j ^J-o ciUal^ g_LU c 4>^ 

4^j ^ ^IjUi iiUif - ~ t - A | ^ u JJ^ cj4-° UJ-4 J 

CJ-t if\.jJil (.£jlij t-ij^ LLoLlu K CJ-t j jjl ^yJjx. e^ cr^ 0 

U^Lf* U^J J ^ ^ 4»t lH4 

0^1 cjJ-o -<^f4» o^Jj ob^ C-^ iL - : = k jJ ^ <_>^ 

4»J^ ^ L*H> -oH U^bj cr^ f-M (J-i- 0 

ls 44 ur^ oW =4^ cr^^J - LS-^ ^ c^L-^ 

^_ui^ ^J-0 - J^L Jl ^jJl^s C^j[<JL ^ ^ f-LuZ ^yut 


^j-oMujI flyJ u jj Jlij ^j-L* JJ^ cAH <jt-M^J 3 ^ ' 

4U f g-t ^jJ-Q g-J-U ‘Lik J gj JJ jJj Li g—l-U e " ) t ^_t I *'t 

iiUJf ^ 0 L ^ dJb LS l»_j ^_jLi^ ^LyJf jjf 

<aUi^l - OJ j LS ^-u jj ^ c=* ^ c?j^ Jt .jv..xrt,^if 

t * (j jli_o Luf ^ g_ojiLa jj^ ,—i 61 j^ t-i-u-jt jj^J ^jii-Jjjl 61J-^ 

J 

"<=> jJ-*2 ^ 6j^ILo 4^-ijj^ ^ 
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♦ 


-Lj-J:} vL^s 


£j y*£ 2~*l£r‘ / l/' (PW-3) (j(j^O;l (PW-2) (3(33^* -9 

14.06.2009 

j\*J'^J (3>IT jt ‘TT' 1 ito 4— 3^^ (jU 

cAf^yiJ> I ^ fc^ 3^ / >Q? ( L/^lfC ^ ^ ^ V lT (PW-1) 

\yiy > )jj l£ 1/ 1? \ £ cXX/v JY 1 - P ijf-^ & $1/1 ? 

jpJItlf [/{J U * J lj£ - U jt c^j. Q ijf l £L (J l/(J * I 

^i^i^(pw-6)(c/^^0<yy^ 

iJ'ifi^iji^ A ( X/oy^Xi?^* i^iy^ i^y^— 
Xvii(pw-3)(3(3^^y(Pw-2)(3(3^v^Z^ ( ^^a^Lr^i^^(3/ 
(3^(3^ ^ 2^/(3u^9- j X3lT uplift Jt c—j£\> <3yXi?* aS if L~ 

V I 1 


(3 * %jfiji i y? Uv^Zl r’ y j£if\j\£L Oxfl'd l^if i Xi? * 3 1^*3 (j u/iy l 

l>y* ^ (j" l _ l/J (J £ if~>X LX * — j * yfj * ij Oi jZI 

^/^^^iau^i^^>Lr(Pw-3)(3(3^^y(Pw-2)(3(3^vjXc^V(/L- 

^/0>*M5vf(3fk— lT (PW-1 

^&/I^bJ'p&j (jUty 161 Jt) if Jv I Z_ bf 

>ii^^jXc>XaX^(Pw-3)JJ^0ii(Pw-2)(3(3^V5^(Pw-i)>i/ 
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L- ii 1 1UJ y cJ jvZI Ir isJU J l£ iZl ^—<£* 

(/^ (Jjf'iy l/yifi 

(PW-3)l3l3 


iji>£iiM^iiiij/i_^^i^rii^ L ^(cw-i)^ji^t'^ujiAi^i J / -io 


w-lf1 ^ r LI>Ci-^aL , ' l 3" 1 ^^^ 1 '- c/^- ^rz*-— *Vif 

3 3 ?hv (pw- 2 ) 3 3 vWlri y i/ji ^u/ 14 . 06.2009 v/Vm - 1 / 
i. uzl t/> <L 4/J5 1* iA_ri utj 1 £ ,1 Xi? 0 ) 1 \L d >A K < £W_ (pw-3) 

{ASsf>Z-lr/l /JU <L (PW-7)/pi^^iXtft jtvui uOi^i 
UclUi_(PW-6)(c^ i j'0t^V^^-4'3^c^^)lf->:< ci '3 - (CW-1 )cA>f 


v 1 l''3v * 2_ l/** i iv i? 2_ 1 /^ t ; *i3— S^<f~PS^ j ■ ^S’ 

S, 

3i_yjb"(cw-i )^iZrLcfi 


vi;*i23;i;C!?^ , ^^>^(PW-3)33,HV(PW-2)33vV<i_ve;v' | f 
A^MPW-3) 3 3 *h >(pw-2) 3 3 <jrcA (ji/3 i/<£i 3^)i <L/ 

^ (cw-i ) < f-j>\jj: c>y t-i i/(j^L (pw-4) J^u^i (pw-i) 
;i;0?ojf£_uJ^if<5^^3Vw-3)33?HV(PW-2)33vV<25/£V 




<L- 




C it ** ♦♦ 
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^ ^ ii u j i i 14 iji i b ij y ^ l/( ^ 

- ^ 1 ' l^<£- ; 'VVV^l'0--"lJ * -*'0'~ O 1 ' ^4-342<J 

/(PW-1)jl/e < &/{llsJJ J liJifcJtfj:q^^j^j:^jai(4ltJ/‘)j -11 
-V (Jv i-'^c (jf?* 1^~£- irU L^s ^ I 

<-/»£j >\i (j <3 c^t.< (pw--3) <3 <3 ,ir i< (pw-2) (j j j wl/L w^jtj fj f^ii jtT 
tj \}b i f^4Vcf U tj^C 2_ (./i 1 > f(3 *'-4' * c^i-’ & ^ ^ f (J-* ^ ^0"* i— 

ltei_ji./Zl0c4(E><amination in Chief 

jjiJjCi&iififi/ 14.06.2009i_i3i3c^fv->KPW-3)ijijfH<(PW-2)(3(3-?V/ 

14.06.2009)16.06.20096^* 

^1/ (PW-4) -12 

cJ U iJ.)j<L- Ir (j l£ I Z-> I y^c & /flkJijj IT- /^/<i Tijt<kLb l/ZL Zl 

(jc^L^l(PW-3)(j(j^l^(PW-2)(j(j^V9^/ 14.06.2009^/lk^Z-; 

♦ 

(PW-4) l/<//}(/I ((JjC/LI^I ifjtb/i/bjlL- T/l ZlJ 
/14.06.2009^/ Jus*2_(PW-4) 

i/zlzi^i 

14.06.2009^y^-^/ir/>^/^Ll f ^^»/c.U>5! c jl c r?^/c.U>5! 
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C^)/ 14.06.20096i^ l LC<y^ | /L^U^l''r JI >J l >; | <^l3 l >; | i-(PW-1) 
^t'^Ji>jl > tli_ t rnj'/ 16.06.2009 &iI>i3^M/u1jc4:4_( 


9.06.2009^16.06.2009/Cc4^^ 
£,ili’l(33i_Pv)l i>L\jt _7 j3i_<ij”J?j. , i;' J 'r'‘J^Id 

* ♦ V V 

^k/iL jdt=i/i_(cw-i )^yX£^c/ i ^i3ir(i^Uy l i£i_^y^i>Cfe | 



- (Jj'Tv (^ f/'cTj Ij'V* * L/j^£ tJ (Jli i_~ (j! IWll ^ tU * L/1j 1^ /> * (J^ J^ji * 

uJ/^ U (J^r ^ I (J^2H lj? {f'Jl?. (J ifjf I ( JvT ) £/ & I (/ 

/ 19.06.2009 Jif>j/ji^J*/i££.b}j!£-L'/Ci?iJ*£i/ilr' 

c v ♦ 

(/ (PW-1 

y05:45fl>/19.06.2009 i-l? 

1(3 lw£ , (J^_c/t*jlxT3C.^- 
’S-*' 1 > - c3j ''^* L j l^* ^ 1 i 'P.? J ij 1 21. C ill l/.^— —-" P (33/042—tl.//1 

<(PW-1)//4d£flPA^I>/ 19.06.2009^Jl^2l l / l ^^^l'ji'^ 1 ^ 
^ ♦ 
^<=_ //JSf ,_* j S nik /»y> } (PW-3) i3 (3 ,H <L ^U3C4 (PW-4) i/V 

^0>-i^fjLi | Li/i(3^jiuOi7yii_ l / [ y^J y: ^J [ v-i6y/i4.06.2009 

3 3 i K p w-2) 313 ^ if 1 1/ ( 4_ ( p w-7)/^i ^^ ^ 

♦ 

(Exhibits ^j^^£.161 ^3i3^jf> / J>U'^tU2l(PW-4)J :!, i^/3l(PW-3) 

"DA, DB & DC) 
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-i-'SV 


{£iJ&<£j't‘L-\r£jr/jtfj;<U\ ! )o&l£.CfrlJtf/ 19.06.2009^ -15 

jttf\ll/l)Jl%*£^* r s\r[£i&'bj!)j£jiS!c'taJIJn}lJill2L.£2. _'Cs^fcj^l jtvil 

♦ ^ 

cTdli/t^i-<£ J'U (pw- 4) tf’uvji (PW-i) yi^td^i'iv^Gr 

{Jj'G^JLzCjiJ&J' ViL iV l jU> v v.4Li *V— f U 

llt(-^)6P: | (i | //19.06.2009 jJlO'jUcJUi- (PW-1 ) V.&c&i'Dk/ 

Aasl Jj GJi^fcitfi//19.06.2009^^tti_a'LUC5i^i|ff*>?i_i^U-£. 

i_ J t3 c^i ^ K p w - 2 ) J c3 ^A j * * i^ci u yS ^ 2 i. v"* i vti? *v- & & * (/i/i/" 

» • ** ' ' ♦ ♦ •♦ ** ** 

♦♦ ♦♦ / ' '♦♦** ♦ ** 

c^lr csJU (j vi I Lte *(J^ & &* (/ ( /iJ^U 

/ ♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦ ** 

u-yl iAw i/» (X 6 ji /"AA/^> * \s£L 

^/t/i * V l^i~ j cf*i^ l/ * c/^f- U»y> ^ (JU 

ig.oe^oogviii/^v^/is.oe^oogC^^^'J'/vL/^^J^^^^ 
fifty JZSI&-U& 14.06.2009fe(/iv/ 15.06.2009^y^L^l^(J# 
^vc^Zll 61 ^i(yL^^^^^^^^L/"^^(PW-2)(J(3^U > / /(J^^ 
uCj f/L* jy l^-- (JU l^ * i_~ l/iO i (1^^/ l£ I sj \ftjZ ijU 

Zlilp^lZl ( ZlvO ^(j (j ? It" I {JU L^liviivZl fcaJU; (jl&Ll^ 

♦♦ 
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♦♦ ♦♦ ' * ♦ ♦ ^ ♦♦ 

U (j (P W -4) lZ-IjiJUj (j jy ^ 

J ^i^ijt^ij'l/jl^iJ?lj)l iJj£y‘(j£lijZ(^^)£;fel(jl/ 

ijuzCtL-j i/i 

&fci ifi/ji <L if i o\$ tfSos. 3^L / cJL 161 Jj JiJjij?) 'M* 2- Ji* 
i ifi/ijjil — /ifeijZ(£7)&fci/jiyifeioi£/i£(fl7) 

ijifu^^ *zJij*S^ f ii&i\f*L~ (CW-i) if~j)iJ~ if lk iff ; \f* 

19.06.2009 

ji/i^L-oi/'tj/fj'^O'ij^tjis'i^c^ifi^'c^tz-'c (jU(3^C 

if!/ l//^ 

♦♦ 

»///(/If yj(/C^lJf* 
(J^lOf tVy7U? ty£/ 

/LjH&Jl&&fS /dU<L(PW-1) 
^ i/jiy* ^ t jf i)^fy&Lj?ij &j*jfj.s/uy if** y d j) y^/i 

Si/ijiit>iO^M^^^^i^/iiLi/i{/7.)C^i^i// : i^u^(pw-2)(3(J 

if// IWH (C W -1) if/ L/- lyt/fi^y^L 1 ( /L j/Lj^// U fji/^/t -/if /iTi// I 
<sJ/‘jtfJ\f.lij !/</ iJ^jl/liJIJyi:J^s^sjJl~j?liJfJ.[pj£iJ&JpiJyS»{J J '{jfcl 
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^/J.lk'£(PW3)0(}^l‘JLj£Lff'U£u>^> l ^iJ:i/ : 3b> l / l 1OOO}W 

(PW-4)J^lJ‘i/jl>i/iJjlTj'u?l ! cj^.M)^/uic^iA r c/<C2000jljJ ! ifjl/l 


aU^c^/bdU^-(CW-1)^^-^-wi7i^6P:W/ , 250^200i3;^ 




£■ Uzd"- dVli ? 1 -*?-/' 1 tlf P <Cj/i>U)jl/; Jilji. 


L-sSZL^J' 


'1y3^.-.^^lv~U -^* 3*1-^ 0'^'S~ 1 3 ^4 tf 


(j J * H - ^3? ! J ^ - 1 ?|X - SJ & -£—1V3_ £/ir^ 

♦ ♦ ** 

f ^'33? t3l ^ ^ U 2— (P W - 4) 33 i^jjc Lv4 3 f *-£o l; ‘/'{JS * 


Ur^20^156P: | ii | /i3!^(PW-3)33^0)i(PW-2)33J^-l?(5 | )i-l' 

£ i ^ IL/-L^ 3 j k Ur^j ^ ^ « 6 P: 1 3 ( //i ^ (p w-4) 3A 

_ 3l 3*^3 ,< J i* ^ blil/^ii/i3>^w3^&i?:i3i/33tf j 5 ^ /*i(/it»u/ 

#♦ * ♦♦ ♦♦ ♦♦ ^4 

, (3^Y U * (3-tf l/J^ V Ov^A/lf^ 


i-4 / (2—19.06.2009 

L ** 6 —' ** L 
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&£y‘iJ^(J^(}fjtj)tf<^ 

cZU (JlMl2^jiy'*zc& J^IWZ $&-LjU& dy tjf^-bJs/jt f}t*J&b3l£- JZ_~ 
*z*sI7jj ~{Jj £ Jf/jt (jfZ^IZ_ (/yl* \J\f\J\S t Ij (JU (J^ c^'lr' 

f>„L/^fj>J (AS I) cT* 5^^ fAv L-j i sC^c (&JZ_ 1X4 liZ^ (Exhibit-PA) 


19.06.2009^rV^45/^5y 
C^-^-^Zl Ir cZU; (J l£ I Z_ (P W 1 ) IT—( 3 / ^ ?t -^ ^L/***^ 

i/b/(Exhibit-PA) 


/ 19.06.2009^/L^U<v>^/^(PW5)/pl^^ ( ^X^b4^LT 

(J u^lyv^(X^(j%L(/bil(Jt&^^i/ , (J^^^(Exhibit-PA)c<^iL^l> , c<^ 


cA-^^342A(/Z>Uf>:Z^^ '^^(Exhibit-PAI)vf 

)7jj&j (Jl/* l/(J^<£l Lj£\zs , \pj)[f* Gy^Jlr'Z—yz2—bf)j&j 
\2*s\pj) L- [J\ Sif y£ Jly <L (JU^ gti \J\js) £— IjZ. [f _<£_ IrAoy 

(^^^^(Exhibit-PAJc^l/^/tU^/^/bJ/^l^^ly^J^Ly/^ 
(Exhibit-PA) \^\7j3tjfx 

455X/*Av^(J li/l^l^'3^77*7 \L 


^lc 19.06.2009 7j7^ 

Su&i */i/& j/->Z> u i <L <y^ (p w i) v i;C* irzA c i) (? 

BjfiS t^^u (/v ^ Z*y>* (Jz/A (3 b-4^ ^/0>*l £_U (Exhibit-PA) A> 
Zl ^—jy jZ_ t>?y 7 A (jA (/cT J$}S.)JtL 1 (.//J l (J l/zL £ Z 0 >*<Zlv f (J TZj^ l A> 
7$7l- 7 {f*7. JL j) i i)f/* lyJ— b L~ U ^ Zl fA—^ Zl V/^y y y* 1 Z lv (JA> i Jf^ffi 

14.06.2009^^ 
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i A— uA* /5>; it l vi \yZ i? 

J^l/ji6/i y I<jj* Zl yf l~y L£ LL <L — jfrte£s*j3l 

“i;»y>^j!/^^”y l j'‘^i>”‘L^"”J^^u>i_uy5£j?^ii_tri 

- ^ y^ y iy y■■ rj r_i' 1 l/ 'IT c-^ -’ — y U Jy ''- Iji -'-^c y y- 




iJfl/^c^iJ^ijZd^ij'iS^i-dir I (J Ik—-18 

♦ ♦ V i 

S\/J&jl3j£^\r*Xje&\Jk\L-( PW-1 )^ii^/^lT-/j V/^s'dM^-d’/e- 
lyAl * d^~ u > j *\£dJ'js] ^ A ^ jA A- ^7. dtiA 

\J\dM£-d > '£-\S'jJ)^ i^LTl56-A^Lr^»>f>^UJ^Lr^(PW7)/pi 
ZlZ*y>*l£y I (J 1L £&J'{jA[J^ r 6z—/ j fCyi^Z>y^/~yc/£ P (!fc''l>^ZlZy^ 

(PW7)/pi^>vi 

jf&ff ig.oe^oog^^^i/^'^Cfe^'^jljy^c^liei 

svy/^ J%*jIj^% Ja f^ 1 Aj^J'y'uy 2— j oy ^ 

24.06.2009^ 

y>yy* Ji> 1^jyy/~ (£yI ^/rV (.3^*y/i l/"V Jy^ /~^ j £— hte Pjf* (jU 1^ 

b^ijyA^(P\N6)jZ^if{^/ 26.06.2009 
Zy CvVy I yQ? I <J^ iJ ZjZZ*(J 1/ - Z3 )y iZ yyl* U Zl (J l l/iJUyy I Z^A 


4»^l^l(/lZ-(CW1)^yylX^5>4^>Z(/l/ 19.06.2009^yWZyQ? ( 
yii U3— iyZl i/~y jC iAJj fji zjiJ i/& \jtj\jjj, 3^ iwZ u^d zj i/Z/^ 
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2s: jzl^Zl & t U ji i iSifu^l/J? ij^lL ^ tu d U U/2H^ 1&-" iJfy&L- tl \zsjy 

z?\s >?*£>'} <i~j£ <\f ■ cJ'^~ —*’*f 

^(4«^^l>-SU^ii_l^Uji[2018 SCMR 149] 

B"[PLD 1974 SC 87] Xv<CIj ! —Y fej>"lv^ i[PLD 1987 SC 250] .s^i jj% 

j^I [£ L^ j j < ^"* 6 J-lu CJ-tLj ^lu cr^ Jj—4_j” ^ A-J^ 

J-^t jj ^ ^ ^ ^ J^j-^ <_>^ C-^ Obj J ^i J obfc> <=b e-^ 

4^ b^ b J jl^il 4_» -^j±yJ j_)4-o CJ t a. \S a J a » *t i n a jj-4-o Cjl_ a J—S a ^_jf^_j J 

Cjljjb/JalLt t>J ,_L^I c _uj CU^bi, (= ^ < —^>, 14 a <1 _.a 1 ‘x Cjt _a 1 4 a (_gj t 1 ~vj_2 

^4“ LS^ Jjt cb^ ^ C-^ JJ 1 CT? -^-*-4 CT^ ci- 5 ^ ■ *• ■ > ■ * 

“~U±v*j4 uJ J bfc> c > - « ^} - > ,=4^ «=H J oW 

•*. ♦ . ** 

(j5vi< £bjt (jyjl, [j£ £^1 ( 31 *^v: (j~ -20 

lr* (%y b £ < ^K" b;» Jl>A, <=~ < Ui>> l^cAA-U L <j^ ^ ^ 

jt b^\^j><^^ 

cfl c^ ^ cJ t^-iJ o^b oU»f J 

jj cub o^l ^ Lf b^i,j ^ JJ^ -JJ^ b4> Ji cj-4^ 

4^ b^ i. la t l&j t J) N jj)(3 *■ a t < a * I 4^ c j^ 4 j 6 jt ot 

-JiJ c^^ Jjt cr^ ^ 

“JJ-^) <=^ J^ J J^ cr LiJ s_l_cu ,-jL^aJ f J_^ 4_^ L> JL y j 
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(8 cj_»t 


^ JJj ^sL^Jt! jllj jU-jf d 

jjt <jt-° ej^r^ ^-i (c*H> c^O&L^ Jj 

J 2 ^ e* -J* ^ -* ^ UJJ^ J i ^»J 

Jf* c^-i^Jj e^ C^ f 2 J 2 -<=* *>l>^ 

jJ CU ji^-ili 6 .U. > u u j^l _l—L_J J jj-frA. 4_i J J-C. J_^ 

\±L (j4^j o4»)jj jjL*. cjjLy-iiOLj 

(135 CU t C-t-LUlit OjJJJj) ,—J *_3S^I J ^ I l‘ l_l LU 


:^y 


^ ls> IT l (J U c/*^ J * $ ^■* f) U^ U l £- l/c/U 

J^>—-lA^L''! 15—- 5b f ^ —bbv ^yy ^ I I >b Zl 2— fiS-&~ 

l}^b'(PW1)jl/e*&('t)sJ6l>(fi£lJfc2-Cy/>^e*&j:&y/Jj!r{lZf<r 
>l/lfl^>I^J^J^J l ^Cjb L /i; i J-l(PW4)J^lJj>l(PW3)d^l<(PW2) 


uriJ-u^£(PW6)(j^jO^^‘dj&c£iJ^To^)^>KCWl)L/jjiJ 

w-‘U(/” (CW1) v,’ i ^/- Uyt (2 (J^ Zv (b'fb; ^ y tjv 2 w; l 


s jfjtZ—rtZ —i^ r LI *-? f / 2— L^Zl 2— il j l u-2 ^ Zl cb fi/y&J-’l 

ijt (jl;^ j-rZ—U3tl£ 

m/I/L (PW3) (3 (3^0)1 (PW2) (3(3jl ti liL i- 

(01/**-^ (J^l^C {jtl^~^{}l^B)J^I^(J^ljtf ((Jl <£^^2<lZl viy^Jvl 

V ♦ 4 V 6 

^^^/Lt(/ f ^(/i(^^0»/l,^U^ } vil^t'^U(3^i(/i_(PW6) 
jii— ^v/(^u^*i./iy Utz* -^*1 jii— t^iy L^w-Ci^_ >?Z — 

V “ V ♦ V ** 
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'(ji<z~j2?i£(JJlp Jl^ZAijAiyClS; 

♦ +f ** ** **Y L ** ** ♦♦ ♦♦ 

)^vjlv/(j^(jUZll 61 sjZjiSiJjljff 

(J \^j}\<^/ L U?Zl~ jv fcZ-Itf (J^y Z_ U^Zl Z~ il (3 l (Jl/ViZl (J* lZtiJU/" 

Zl Z~y?y Z—iZ (3l c^t<Zl(3(3^^0i0iyti?(^ (3 >rA 

^ V Y ♦♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ £ 

Z3 £_iiyivZl jsJU JlAlZl 2—J&I 

ijtiJ^ijyf 6i ^ lT 3^ Uf Az.uZ_ jiA-^ ^ t u 

♦ 

^lZ'J'^(PW 4) J^l^ , (PW3c3(3^^(PW2)Jc3^V.(PW1)^iiy^i; 

I (j3^_/j 19 \jj* l$Z—Z'vi I [fj\\f‘Mlj[J(j>J J^Zl A~ J?L/ * £ ^ 

-<£L(jU/; L^i/(J Aii? fy?y iZc^ Zl (J U Zl 

_-22 

( ^i947y^^^tfzl^Oj»o , >Oy(_r^tV^u;iv^v^Z_ 

c^Zl342 ^i(3^^^A4 , Z’Zlviy^l(j^(^A^L^lj^^y(J^(3i(/Z^l^(^U (Jtyvi 

- k^ >y£v L w-Z (j lf£ U z3 


Uh> UJ^ o^- 0 LS-^ UJ-t^ J j JJ^ cXH^ 6J -^ C£^t-^ O-i- 0 " 

L*H> Uj ; y4^ <=^ J - a - a -° l*H> <=* Jj4j-° '-r J -ij-^ ZjI 

* * ^ 

< _ L JU ^ ^jJJ 6 l>^ cA LS -^y-^ J 

u^Lf* Ls^y^i J JJJ cA ^ JijZ L»U. 

qLo-LU-Q <Lj^L*_0 aLo-LU-O- is!^ -A Li^ -0 ^J>3 *" (3^ &lj-OJ A 

b^f?' <4 <=^ <A y^> ls^ ^ 4^ul 

j£ SA ^ ^ uj^A 6U. cA^ A A c4 chF 3-1 

cyF ^ 6 J cA <_A UJf A L '- U ^ £ - O^- 0 A^y-^ £-*-<> 
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^ <aUi^l jjt cjJ-o Jj CjL (jul ^ LS-^ <=- J - u 

JatiJt '. "i . -^- i u 4 ^ jjf •> jLt-ojj < _^ 

O-jKli / ^Mj-u c£jU Jjlft ‘GUlLluI Jju ^ t _^u I - I jj <JjLu 

> > ^ 

£ O^L*^ UJL9 J iS^ri C="J^ l£j£> ^ <J*» l ^ jlj-^ 


J_o g-j-u jk^Lui cSjU g-i 4jliiujt jt ‘ ^ ^Uj-J jt J-5 

<_J ^i-c _ *Lo J-Lc Ljj).^.^. ciLjl j-j-i-c CXj^J < _^ (jLj t —lxi 

0±* ^ UJ^ J>i l*H> ^ U£ J-^ 


jLu iaLiif jj_o t ,j .ujj jLu_o ^ ^Hife 


L »" cr- 1 


Jjt 0±* Jj cjj c^ ^ Jj^ uL>^ -C^ cnJv* 


^ c^ jl£ ^ L>^J4 UJf LS^J fb 2 ^ 

Jj jjJa Jalc. (Jj-o g_o ji_o ^of ^ O^ ij-fi (jAh 

^jJ-a g-olLo l _yj [ jjt OH LS^- 0 oVj^ ^ , GLij-ujl -L L-ui 41 


o[ chH ls^J c ^- La ^* J 0±A cr^ c4^ 

4^j ^ cA^P <A . "I . ^ -L U Jjf aGUu cjJL-ojS oj-ijJ 

dUt, < \.x.7i/ ^Mj-u c£jU -L^J fjJ lij^ LLoLuj £ Cii j jjt ^yJjx. eJ cr^ 

LfcPLA ujA j ^ cP t-A o±* 

~ ~ J! 

a 0 } jjLtt cjj-o u^ c-^ ^ ^ 

LS^* o^-° cr*- 0 ^Lli ^-l-o 

LS^ LS^ cjW ^ ^ - OJi LS-^ 

^J-o - ^ ^ chb-i OXjKlL ^ 

^^Uuf fi^J 0 ^J JLj Oj-iLf Jjf 0 J_i J-L»G 

^ <_L11 g-t tU^ 4_)^-a c^-u «l2k, j gj JJ jXt Li g-LU CjL&jlLjG 

iiUJf j±J jjjjj jjjta cjL JL JL jT^S LS l»_j v_jL£ jjf 


4jU1^I - 0 jj JJ <=J =JJJ c?J^ Jt -a-»G-Lul 

t * (j jli_o Lift g_ojl ^5^ ,—f it t-ufjt ^joj—jjjt it 3-^ t_^ 
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9 - 

"<=> cr ^ 1 d 


jy>t^(jl— /&sjJj,ijtijy£ys£ ({j^tfJfij)i6i/$ij6j)i2— 

| ♦♦ 4 ' ^ ^ ♦♦ ♦♦ 

— fJ^>jfU?j)jj&is}L~^^\Jyfi[fof\J}jS))iJ^£-<L. </ 

(jvv*1U L^y U bZ^l#jA> (J LZl i^ L-*€ (J^ ^iZl <L~yfZl Uv i^iVZyQv I®->J^ 


^^^^uji^j^(PW6)cA^yi4^ ,f ^c^^KCwi)^y^ -23 
(j^i—(Jl^y^bbl bG^Uv 

tjljyi t> y J^UZy Zl lj)f.^ L 2f U> < Z~ yZ^tfy (jLw .1 2l~ < (jy^l Zl tjt (/ 

ijtfiJ^J?£%) l 9 >Z^ by ^JJ $ ll^Zl f^Zy (/~ [jj’j b^y iT * (J^J^yi^y 

L^((^/'c/*0^lP^ cf'U *Zl y oyyZ ^''S f-yZf9iw6\_^ty? 

(Bible) J^l 

i ylby L^_y (^ (bl as p h e m o u s) y? / If (/yfi/(/uy 

tt « t 

Zl 2 I2f (j&ik^j Zl y iZiyZ/Z- by/ffo (JlP 


:^y 


O# c?J^ c^ Zj-Jta 4 j O-^- JJ^ 

c# cr^ e ^ 1 c# LS^* ^ ^ ^ ^ Lh 
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JUcI ^ <J pi (jul - ( J J( 3 > n ( 4 -»)U» 

A 1 A O 1 J-&J -U" crf^Ku-^a UJD-^ Lf-^ oO 

^ C 5 ^ A O l 6 J ^ ^ J* ^A= LS-^ J^ J JJJ-4 
(108 cj_»I f^Lau^f Sjj_cu) ,—^j Ll^ &j 4 ^ 


if l/ 1 / }i ^ Ji 1 Jji Jxf\^{j\j^ (Jv(yCi?* 

>»j 3 i (j^ ^— j l zi l/^ & jtf[j i ij 5 v 9 u ks * y^J? i if y (j t 



lt^—X i/^^yLi?y^^ 

^AC (Jj ^ L A jx^iJj.'£> \) \£> tj i ^ 7 * J^A ijf (j^l* $ <x fc^Al 

l^iyluy^ 6L 0fi> I IVf fc£y AotfJUlAl >l>0? Oil cTii^^yAilX/y t/l^/ 

A<^y <r - (J.V ia~ a (j aa f~ycf ^^ a— 


^s^iJ'/r$j:^i^^£S^iUt(0im2013u^s^~'\tj>£$)“&\j.\9*£t£ 

a i2r a (j ^ uAo>*o^ 5 /y ju^&L —/ 


(ivjW“»c5i; 1^628 _^(riV^Dfe&w^c_c% 1 -' 

hil l i i^/l d ("j'd d* —^ i$d- fyujt cA 4l tir ^ — »BUc^ 


^ A A uC i (J A A (jAo 1/1 (j (A <j A A> Aw <£_~ A If (jlx LAc^A 

(J 0 j£js b ^ij,js b ^\zSjj?‘)P’\jL cAA (^/? A UA (J I |A/A (A d^vAiA> l^*) 
^t (j£i.^ (j^ i-j i^zi yf /|/t - f (^iTi ^ ijyA —a (3 l/ yy b*j ^ 
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Scl' i/d U l/<£ d 11 1 $i- u t Kr ^ J J V''/c^c U 11 t JjC- cJi '- f 

—Sffl?/(JjftA (Jl (J^/ifC/f^l? ifjfl^ (Jyr&l? 

<£— ^ t>G^/L— (J ^ l/^VT vi I c^fvi- &—/( 31 .'} t Sft^A i/bi^f 


- <£- (3 & (Jy^*9 (/'‘Zl (J 1 <^L Zl 

\Jj&L 1 (J^vii if (X {Jyit?)\f [!y h* £Ji-S^—l' 


“~^<L — f\Jj :3 bftiJ /1 )f*/ 


(/l ft 1 J& svfi U?£/ftft^ij^)^ (, $j?\tj)\ifbyf^ 

l^vZl wf(J l^^l/J^Livl/i_(^y^Oil^ 

(J^ J& 6j/l i}bJ]j£L~ J& (Jjr'l^f i_~ 

4 / ++ *+ 

zAj iftA A)i} lift.ijft j ifjv ^ b ^X (Jf^L Zl Jr^Zl (J Ia^ ly (Jjr l<f 

b^ } iffy ij I ^ (jy^i I (Jifc jZftjftiS ,J>iiv I ft) L ^ 

CYC Y ** 






#• ♦♦ 
f2_. ft\Jj&L 1 ([Jj&ji\ Jc^yr^) ^lyv \Jy" l* <J^^^ ftyjS^ f> y* -25 

U^_~ jf li 2£y 1^/ (J l<f ^ U?/^?_yr Z —/J l^ I 

♦ 

(X(J^ Aift^- ^yt/ft l^l~{jfft(Jj^L if \J> 

'■ £— ijfto' ^ if if^ ^vvZl (J 1 P 1 -3 1 
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L ^ UJ <=^ <=^ ^ Jjf JiJ jifj jU_»t <_! 

Jjt U^-° Cj^r^ ^ (l*H> l^O&Lf 4 - Jj 

j 2 5 ^ -Ji ^ jLua-U L£ 0 jjtj <CLi»j 

Jf* <=H"™ <=^ p y ~d ^ 

<S ^ jl^-ili 6 JlL9-U j^I _l—L_J J Jj..^-> 4-i J-^ J J-C. J_^ 

,-jl^j IjA (j^j 0^)jJ ^-^(<=-^ ^^L-v-^Lj 

(135 dLJ t C-t-LUlit OjJ_l_u) ,—J J ( _1_U l_l in 

♦ 4 V * 

cjy L <21— f/^/ j^tj b^b\£>\j^iDjJ'ijU 

♦ fc ♦♦''♦* ♦♦♦♦ w 

** 4 ♦♦ * ♦♦ ^♦♦♦^ 




jU. cjL jjt f U^ ‘b auL-u ,_£ J-i=Lj j_£ J-a. jjl 

(42 CJ_t t Ojj_i_u)- L ^ ^ 4 j ^ 

(3^^ ^ (j/^c^— (^JT ^ (j/t y 

JitZl f£^'jbJ'^ij J \[jt£ —cT ^ \ ijtijiji} y^J^_(JU 

/ / f* ** " ♦♦ * ♦ £ 

-<^l<f ‘ f<£King Leare) /iJf} 


^j^ylJj^l^ij'ij&itd/ijtl — f\jtiJ :, }j[^(J\<^\J > '\ l/^Uy i\{f'J*t£. -26 

+ ♦• ^ ♦♦ ♦♦ ♦♦ 
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£—\flf{\jc— <J$y j^iJj)/^ h^ r ^)i^ / 'C^j[jt iJ^jtd — y» lj^[/ \f\~ <£_ l~U if 

J 

l 
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1 


(0300-4093026) gjj 

:dU j* f t£Ji3& 

<zLlif If-^fif Sc-*jt i'l^l/^ 

^j)3<£(ti-uj!if‘ j&o}»fs.jtdffu^^fjif 66^^66^‘“0 ^~ul6f{'(M& 
\J& {£J)l[}yilj\f[/ CL-f -l)fj$lc^eZ-f {J-^i'^'l}[<f‘-rf<}—U^nbl‘lkijiij^ilJ—f ^ ( 

h •♦ V *• 4 »♦ t V ♦» ** 

>w( Zl c^lr (X fj& 2—Zsjf\f~ {J\fi*iS>-i/'ijlf'j 1(3 l^ljZL. 1^ <^- c/* 

^~ff £*y* LJydf. ^ diijfij /tf ^ 1 
£_.>vf/l i_ J^jf\f~yC S li^U** *JL*jf\{~yC i— f • -U”0 v</y./"if? Zl 
33^6v^O^/^J^ 

£/j 'f-Ujl £- lj~^^\d" 242^1 d&.jfjt Zl u^UvI^i-^l?Uiy“ l/" 4 ""^ *—£? 4^1#^ 

idktifiT /✓ I 

zffaj!S<~ if'utdCt/tiityjZuyZr'll— J'l?fof\^ijy2df^-*d“ fflfsc^-^ 
ji idi ^ijif^-f ft} ^zi^if^-fy ff £- *— * <^—u~ jv i <c£ $\j£ <£~ 

(3(3^i **u& u y > > d'^-fiy ~ijt jf (J;iri*Wf(^? (3y^u^^4^iy^y?(3i— 

l* <-;*/[jjijdlJ/" :A&4- WlfiMjtf’tJ-L.^'h'hst 

fijZ c^u d—f^ i^ijt&'ij'iecjt c-j ij^^f _Jivzl * (3^" i / 'ty y (3vir 

tfjf. (/ y>iJ (3^i {Jlfldods^ffc- fcfj)\i* tyijt f jf £~c&! if ^[jjti" :<f-iJi[ 
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L U'S l/I JA Xf- #3 JS’ j/g, (/ ^ ijj< lM? r l [ 2 2 J ] "-c£ 

SS. X U~ tS~ (/*" i)*n} a- UUU\S tuS^-ijf>^}/ > ^ U^&U^ ;l Zl U~tA^- yzXjfU 

<SX{j~ iSuf^S li-tfj’ c—u’S ^U&S StAzS?" \ui XtS ^ i-iSt'J$ uy^> JSJS 

ij^j)it\fyz&s-v' , .£-t/'\c ;i XS j ^S tSX A 

\Se- ^ Vjl &U# UU ijl X „>> [ 2 2 J* : felI]" -£- uS it. /e- X 1 '?■U l»/7> &</> SSc- t/v 

^y*’ Jl? S’)S ] 4\J\' t .£—\f)\i*£L-£-J)\J\ ] 4j}'j)\ < /))j)\-£—U$ ^fj^V^Cl?<£_(Jf7 

t t ** y '6 ****[■' 

iJa^/ SS XZ—xXxSi ^* j'^-ijf ^‘)‘ * Sul 6SS)?u~ X (fiuA W^Suy X 

-‘—Si’ )£** *ps?J& A i$S(S^—f )U' l u^ l WiXu' 1 S~ S’ uf~t 

xS^AS^AsiutuSS-M 

U[SX £i*ui S<z— iSuy * (i j^XiiS 2— J'ljs.Cs’/i f{dd'U *l fi ~*Uv" u'tX^U u^ 

<£u jU? j£ ^ i-u Zl <5 (y ^ X tSu Jy y wX( l/^u ^ ^ « X <jS> >\S t jU? j£ ^ t u X 

-C->\S S’ S’^yS i \-S\j*S))\ 

X uySX iUU\" \jiU~*^tU&Z—yL 2—Suy )S U~iZ'^y.u&iy*C/S* XeSif‘Xi 

uy StL-sU-zub)) j^uyStL-s&u SiS^Sf js)\u <sy>i})'i^ ~s c^<u~ uy 

utoy^ySj'iuS ^>zsSHu<^jbxyS SL&S? SyzSj‘\u^”Suzty-yfy t d/S 
tuyjjuSjiS^t S^u^u/X Jb X i/i&fcii/i/ SSXu‘^u^>) XuzuuSiikuS * 
^J&jtijyjJuSu' i S^[tS :l £-~^ &? S^ uy x ji hzu^» S ~ **> 

[24t/ ‘S I ]"S 

u^»Xt \f^^-jSjif uSoJu5i<S")i£ jtuy" J)t"i^\uijtuy" (S’ 

uS)\& aj- ->u^* c— uy S* s o'** £ <(-if'Jui^Suy^—/))X tSs<z-&\^ifd/s^iy 
Jy^f ifuySt*’ siuu^i (3/, uy/u&^S-Ljijji-tz — uS ju^^y^ui Su s' 

-c- Js^j)iij)Suysu'^-ct/T’<^—■/)>S~ k f 
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'>\$\f‘\L^\s.L>\f^/»lj} [S' 

:tyl] "Jd*df~ Uy A^dtC. ij^f" JL.^/ 1 JAjtZL-JjfsiijZfjfytJlf J*lfl^\J\\z)\j)) 

)[d> ^d\tf -0J\'—'A[2Adf 

f <L ^ JijA ": Jt "A^>d t if l> -f- ffyjf^A L- ->U § 1$ J\y \' lfc> </i 

(3(3^1^ 

^^jyy (/ol3^ (^L £—}>/d'^dfdbA 

:fyl]"-iJj£/ t)l’lij'<L-f/'{\jfji—/» £— df $j A clJ l— (3(3 ^*^<(3(3^1^ 

\xs^fLj\&lb\(Jl/fijuy'i/l-i/ 1 " :l22^>/m[ 24t/ 

jA\y:j&* £—aA j>j£~ jl/2— L~ d\f" 

t— ft fjfc))£- r tAtj&i3\f Sfl—4—.fi)JJ>-£^JSij5c_' t j J fr / j,\j))^ { j\ 

<L~ d\f‘^~dA f' [27 jf :fyl ] "- 1 j{jj\f 2f&\fi> > )£L-))j)\\/\/j& A /£}>£-.6A a- uif fijdy A- 

j>\$ dfc ffl—tf*.Aa 

ftZ-flf ffz^A f<~~ Jlfvfjt jUy 
i$jA,^£j)j‘\l)Z^yi'{jfA> m; ff2d* i Zl-f£f»iJ~fi^'{fAjA2--yiljS£ r \f t f^Adf of* 
4—svL ( \yiCA)<£. jfc))(\yitJ'tyd><£- s* 7 - ff-Jle'HfjylAjAl. A-Jy JL-ki*'* (J$ bjj>jZ 

S —if [/if/ s^fbA 

fit k fJz~ fk * mlf'tiyi df>-j^d" d\z <A- <z—d!) £- ij ty^d^ Az-* Jiy A^^dd* 

fd^yi-yff iJj^d'Gf \Jjdtjs,k_gfiVtfjJjtJs\jJd^di&^f^-f yf ^ddd^j 
)7.y f l *d~^f ffA^ifiy.Hy d^d'^ydfid^if'A fry ddi(j~ a^i-L di d-*f 
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(S' ifrt/j CL- lj‘ fj) / fJJi'lJ'l Si / }d)Sf\Ld)tSi£ljdd-Zj)SjyJ>j\& •t-4'l J^L. 

<j[>» g. t*/£ <j s- y ifc.> jbji i?i iT^/y ?2. / y (/ 

-Jj-r 

ji?i is^i/l/ £ *u? JV ( l^ &£< J</ 4/V* J^i jft c- wJ> lT^u ^ ^ 

JihtyL- t\f t—/Z (y \^\j»j\CL-y )} !—<!—/}) f Zj(/V<L 5 l/,_T(J</" 

"Sd”/ ” SSL JA L'SSj * & S’ $ d^ [26 if]" 

£^bois.{jZ[/&(Jif dLd^ SS if'biji&s/'if‘i/[Sddf 
J^di ^ &'£/fci(Ji/i/iJ'i ij7j/ iji’))J^ijJ^biJ^i c^id\dZ~ y:^C/‘jt{}\!j^{^[j\d\j)\L- yi/ 6 ^ 
c^bid.Sd^SiSswSUjfjjdlfZ- fjt jSLrX&jfjfiAjAL SdmijddSZ^yz 

Stz% Szi&dJAjdsXM? 

ii/[/A 
S~<~SSS'^ijAkbUJiS d~d’S f j*l/ dL*jLs$£-iwfA / ‘Skr'ti'dA'l)S?ti'jlJldLjjf 
di? L ->> j>? g, y ^ c,i i* ^ j'uif i ji/ * S* S^jt 2L.b b/Ucc i?^ jU? </< i> 

jTilUt/? 2_->f (^iU/^<£li— ACs.'i *ZJy £-tjJbS^ZjZSSA-S^ -Li>\yiSty [jlf J'<z-j£y‘ jt 

LS d-bdt) S<~SS d d ddd Sijif I 

SSdSSS"^^ dAu^s )sjjk i/ jjij\ifi - .jt z — d~*~^ >-jg 

[19 J ty\"J$ ±j)£Z-j\.cJ Szs/tfil-dClf' tf\f & >jjfj\f dd& 

dfb)<Si\)[Stj'd— d^d } ^~ Aj\'f (J?i(j~z—ddjd yj" -dZdf^dd~^Jfj)UJfi 

/ zfjjliiij/jJ’jjlA A * £—*i_ d'S ct?l-d S L ‘J** Jj 7 l vi< (/*"//• Jl? ■_(/*" if Cdi 
uydiu^d^Adiasjj ifddj^idy^d-ij^jdy^d^ o^l 

^l^T^fy[29-30^:t^l]"-^C^l f l-6/jUj"^^_l7^^ f , 7/li/l^^vjlC^lf \S(jf jr 3 
jijJSjisZdj'ty^iuJdL+ijyif^byduyf^du'Wrf&U'tii-'xU'tyJfc'Jlri*-; 

kZsHfci-cJZ<£-j<^)d\t'-d?4—A dd—b)>j)\ 

Asg.[J^-z-ddfc df c*i 1 /d £-d^ iJ^-rtd'tyiSfodJ'd-rt^-JDbkJ'c^&^ddd'&yj'i 
yz c^'i^c^dd.d^d\J^ An^. t)ij^t)ij7^yzd'^6^difi^- J diddJ , ^-d^^ :, dij~ i ^ 

** * *««««( ** c ** ** * 

d'tyiJif J'<z-& , '(JrJ*d^^d'y€ Jd^idd d^>d \* £}dd\dS£-Sd 
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J? {j’bdzS Jf \j\ A^& ^ A' <At>l) ?-A\jyA±^u/ijt 

A cJ^l/'iiJy:2 ;r }J/\i) c ( f c -JlA •» A £- 1> b>A CJ i\JAA^ \jA^ Ag 

A ijigu^/A^AijyAijiA A A JvJ^&J-if jy 

C ♦ ** — i' •* — £ 

JL )?.** jlrl^ A^'c-A' 2— U~*~^ j^ A<z~* ijy.f^ f iiJ[AA 

*/*{?-&i/ijijfc fO-£- trx Jy bit Tj'^A ^u/^ 0^ JV iy^s^/J^Alfji/HJ’fcl 
J>\$ Jl rZ^jy* " AZ— A(J~JlSAf )\J\£- k-^>U /^V l^l^U^OI^UvI^-'y*' 

♦ t ** ♦ * ** — i 

29-i/:(%ll“-Lj*-jUy ^Ijet-bib^jilll »?} j»S!sP /£/AsiiJL.jA A&'AfJ'bJ*^ 

A^A^/jJII ?£-d'uyt-U / 'iJlr^y'JjL'fl 30 

ijtjs*>u if» Az~ foy/A aL^L £/fci(ji/ Az~ ,* iO-u A* A 

AuyyAA j\a y Az-0w^*j))/ jjiic _ a A j&iA-C/fciiJi/ Az->y’s A A? [j\A Ain?$ 

^JAl ^uh/jA [ 2 6 J :(%l] Jj fb f Ji;vl-0(/4^J<L {S/ijJXyfj&ijSjib A Jl /{/A £,jf 

A A i A $ A 1 A_yA\/t J\IjA A^-Jl 

Jl A A '(jA J* l£sl A(&A'AKjA A (A *JlAH—A ?<£_ 

J\f)J UtzAjlf) AliojA* Aj/'Ay Aj’lAyitf' jy£jlyit/&Uy£-bs!ijy AJ J/" \A^^£ 1 £?jA 
^y ^ }b)jiSui-Aj)Z SA£—} iAjfyfg tf^by. A Ay A‘* A^Ayi <z- jiAA A i~y.A 

-<c-A yi 

i 

L~ oAiAA' <>At A A Aj& z^biA £AA <l — & (j*i Ajy A- &cAi> utf 

l/~j -cu^c " ’-jy <&Am-a 3 J&z^bA A A <z—A A i — AJ)J A,AA Aa~ y 

A (A"\Jl~A J? yjlAl^U t [ 2 7 J :feI] "-^tu l L jA U&A A ^bXlAJj I 

Ac}^ J***^ \s))f,i—\j\sc- tifiiiAuyA k /A -*a >A "A* 

f&jji AA/ ^ 11 A jbr c.yi)^Lj\f^'}Aj\ /Aa jiAuyA laaAa) fjt S>as S 

[ 2 8j :U>i] "_L //C i/I^J^ cAsf'&Jbfj'i?^A aAA/A y 

J~y AAi}yi iA iS‘AA ^‘)“ (f~ A A$ AA„>!)“ cl-A& 

oAis^a AuyA iC-^yy^ AGtyi c->a aa-A 

S\j£ c^js Al$Ic<z-iA?[ ffiyz^P) Ay^j^ A AA‘ A^-Ay:Cs.^Att<z-[JAy!* 

— Si » i •* ♦ — C L — 
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{A A^ A A A AAJ^ AdddfAiA^y.d'd^y^^c^Af j[sj)i A% J 1 iSi/~y 

(jy j jjbd-AA A _ c^AA^tAA j? A~* Aj AjAbd~y A^AA ^ if tAdA f /* 

-c-ji 

z&'bijC ‘U'- >yy A A Aid.A^zAAA$ A^~A A 

A AdtAA3y A— yys^\{JiAr>jf z Ac~d j >A A tv^u ^/\\j\" wJi yyAfej^A yf AAA 
AjjA’A yf\J lAA A-A dd.t>\AA<z-Ar * J^u^(y~^[2ic/ ’Ad\"~A.yAAA?d~^d^ 

y A $ <z—ijA dAd-ZdbyddiAiijZ j^’ SA^ ?AAi>c to A<~yny>-jd ^-sA wA^-A y 

JA* ij£-3^ y ^y a^iAa3~a AA-z^Ay JjoAjA AAbA ^ AA ^ti^y 

£si iy A^A Ad A' ^uAjy icfty jyiy ^\,A-3f *y dyu-fc * AA y * y } 

ijAwj^efAy'CdAdA’- yt icJ?yeJ 1 els.Syj'fytj'A A-AA>c—<l-.\/ jy ^yyJA A'dJ^ 

V^&.i^ij‘iZ/ a* A il>il_ 

: >A> A uy A- \J* d& >Kr 


7AA^Adl^"-.A^'-y > ^A^ izyutAtf 

A^[ 2 lA-.U'VA^i^AAdAA66^^363^^'A uZ } y:yeZA36 ^25 0 \) 
\/^AcZdAcZu?>*y efi A 2 b-30 4 s)> 2 - 1 ?" JZ 

jA? <j& A-tfiig, jt jAis jyjj d V 1 [ 31 A :fe >] "S;A~yA('AA £&d\66cA 1 Z-iy^A A 
d~^ A j^jZ\(~ yd AA>Ai j^ji*^_i> y Jiy^dkc^~d^ZjdA , 3A ^ l jt d—iA^>d 

^^A'd/^d^dy*j>^dC dAfdA\ SAAA 1 >\y^ Ad^><Adyd 1 *—A A A3 

~AvdyyA^d ( SyAA-^AmAdA‘~ j AAA^d[A}j^i}d.)eXiAi'd^y. j d'.j J '»y&y 

'ey d* <z~dA' AAAdjyz~Vd>b A *(3 l A l AAA * A A} <z~ ^5A A^d df*^ A 

Lj)/'dj)j *(3 i>-Jyi J'z-if.y £y>d} AA* A Ad^by e /i d'^A))\e<£-3yd' jdAddj)A<~ 

z*>d> y. dA*< z~ A^A‘A(jyb Ad 3 ^A!^" ■ A£->?•** A 3A A *> -Add^ oAd>&^ A 
AjA 3 ^^yy^Z Ad~^> Ay~A <z~ y> A^yby cAy A■ A\y A^ * A. A A \jb\J 3 > AcJijt 
:fyi ] "~Asyd AA~iA>Ad* jd. A £sti\? j>\\AAyA A A A jA 1 A^>A A 

-if *> Jj^ -Ad SA Aj 1^1 y 12 0 A 
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i—A It—JU/< <z-bbs: jfbAL ijfl 

jt£*\,j&{0 J?l?iJljtL.s?ijZ£/bAlJ^jli) K-JJl ":i^/? y£y*ijy(j£ if? d~*^ Ag.)7 
J/, a- (J^j tjf j. -AJ'd^' l cJi' /z^Af (3b50 (J^i \jJ* I jlAi Jj j>t * J^sAisi ij¥ 

‘J* S<^ji J}ti?\&f'^Uj^J&> r ?[23j':(%l]"-^A^}iJ& 
i~£lj'l-£-frjtlJSf(}Lj?bljyVjl(} h—HItJv" ’.{Jl^-J 0)[H- \/tl £-lJj: 7y7’\JH2si‘dj)£L- 

f ' J)\\S^\y £- 5>l> £-&)(* AC-d Si 2—Si tji / J- 1 1(3 I 

l23d':ty]“-C£Ujjtf 
♦ *♦ 

i/HJjK ifif/W ;jv »vl/u? ^ ": ul J J; IT J^l* «£ u^U § 

/"ii?l[t—*1^^- if? (J^ljejA. l/I <£_ Jl>" ^t^y* ji^AjAd^*—tyu~ A—b* S* s/~[f S 

l/-^_ J J.IT t/‘ 1^/. J^ S'"t^y £' 11 ^ul^ [ 19 J*:fe<]"-if If Uu^tvl>Ju*!l&y j^Vl? ^ 

<>1*^3^\j\pJgS 

iSs i^/ij^ii\J~ j'aiXijZ 1 ' J'jtffiJiij'iijZ & ^^dA aa. 

u/jld jCj-JlJ\jdb*L.xf ifelj'&fi'ljl" \^\/jt];$lijl/jtf{lJ l lj'\2-> r sl*^/'j?' 

> <C~ si J *A/ £> {A\.>7 > ) <d5 

J'A^bcJaj^dlfA~ <L~ Jr^Zl A^sjiS d^ls<z-4*^*-'/ e> d^ 
tl-jif, l feiift&sifiSifi/xkfijidf t"\ji~AjAj,\Jl\[3bd , foj]''j£\ l > i j)i 

[34 J-.tvi] M -^wiX^/Xp^iX jyiifi^Sd 1/SAAkW 

)l^ jt AAA i—M Sjfcf*CskbJA^l/tA ^>1* AA. jt 

i\£ tid^A <L <C d\i/ t L jA'bi$s:f<z- ^ijtdfi/i <^m<L<C 

<~dfbj<z~‘AskA* SdA^*/i-<£- tf/ 0^ ^~AA<S'if 

d^jb* dA } Abb* <zL\<i. a£-^ .Ailjs'juj' 

db> J^b ijA\J^\f' l* idy^d" d^ibA dA^ ±JA"-£L. z£isi\>& 

jM ^Ad J'<^>7.7 d& 



8 


iS ci?) i^i" [f' £- iS" l> 

^(orientalism) Jl^^l^~[36(/ :(%l] —<£*(/<-£(/">L^ 

Tj^ Jy"Jl«*^iJ;UJi ^4~ S{^/& <z- (f$ ^3 (j Uf S^ t—to jt £■ 1—* 

S c^br* 1 tf^.1 j>« ITl £_^l Zl fiM yr5 ^^jj’ iS'\Jt J 3 k U-jf Uf 

Jic-j ^iXjvli^L Zl (Jcf^ (/jr^ (^ 

^uzl u^^d-i^^yi/*" i (j^ Ji<y ^ i^ J^* kf* A~ <£~ c^i^ij^i) 

ijUi-j^y.^Jz)lj"2—t5 * 1 S^—di 4— *s4-dLojlj 

** * ♦ ♦* 4 ♦ ♦ •* *♦ 

^J'J'z-frJ'lJf f>\J\{f' *1)[40 J*■t^^]"~SujU^'C'tfdAf'LJif’iJ&j 

-C-J^/^J>-Jb^iXlijZuy^bjlJ‘Jjjl£-jJ!S‘lJ‘l/l}/'t,jt Jle^(^iy^(./l zi 

*^£j> j)\&£~’cJb.ttsf -<[41 e/ :C^I] "_t/< 

♦* ♦ 4 ^ 4 ** ** ** ♦ M 

i_ j/jj c-i) ohxuj'z- 

£>yjj<£~ JlMlJ^ c/~cT c/~ ( c^~ ( ^ " d'if' ^L~ ^U§(J^ljy4 

ifif~ j)\f~dffM <d-L- 

^y^l-tJt/ Sdjo^ 

^Jii^lS 4^1^ di (Jl^ i—/vt 5 <(/< d^W^-CM?* J> ^‘Jl /y» !i Sif li?* 

[54t/]_Jj;vj 

i^y S?i&- <£. £, <^jL- tf ^ irUxijy c>i lyitT 

Ji _(/*" df cJLy£ i 

jd tj jt c*b\s i)i »v/ljt> (J;ir c^(j m “~S ^ /^tfi—i^c/ty tjy^/ 

l/"i 4 ^/">?)/$'£•$*£ £-£*j? ijl^fij'iJ—Ut'j/ ijO^ J'c-ijb^j'^ J'c-'vyi^^’ 

<^tfjijtiiJif{'t)^i^ &?£<&? iP< >6^ <3^ 
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j'y.tytS U c/ty^V A’ 1 yiJr^-S o J l'vo£yy , L<£_i^U ^^4 \J[ / \j~ j 4 

tj&'tlj c,/*/y[/ t L.ohfd\A* S<y*d&[/>>-£-cf^ i? 

iS if? Jl^ ( £yjtf. c%4*jZJ>l)f\ij^tfy <Jt4 *£ i—A** A. if 0 <y ij~l 

fc/iAti-lj^ 4 (f if’ l}yz cJj.'jj'l^^jJ’ iSu^jf i)A^ jtCsb \S i 

v> {/'*?& /jx J0 1 5* ~r <o^ o^m/ ( Jltf 4^ ^y (/( 

iyiwytyi^j8>i>^i— Sd[^AiJ'^C&\fif^z-Jj-[jjij?f 
;jl^l <{}yj£Zsj?"S/o)£-[?<0 £-^0yt\y[jz./ 1 <z -\(jlf 

t/lj- y^_(jc^yiy^ (j£ CsjY* S4? 2— l/ ( lSi)4)}L-17. 

-y'J’^ify^P.^ cfu^f dySif* 1 A<z—\y^ &?\s£- 

\ifJ<f\ C/U£♦(/(/ vP (3^^J"iM (3^ Aiyiy^^i—/Zlfl/i vvj< 

1*1/1/‘ 4» ^-lf t/ bfrffbil <y (J fo,l2* tfi tS^UL-y JjUj fA+J ^ 

<£_lf I<:jL*/’j -CO^U^-UjiiS-y’S^z if^^Ji^tC. J44 jJ&tJlA. 

if l At"ijy Z~lf /" '^inJj^'yj)!iJyJtf'd^A- yf* Zl,J> J^ijyf^if*J^eJjJ)A. ^yjiPiS 

ijtf sjCItjAi^A\& i$ ^ A-A m2i-j A dAJ(\6-2—\?\Ji)£Ji<y!n-li-yiO-A^A (j)\j6 



